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A cHance in the form of the receipt given for succession duty 
on “absolute” successions imposes a new liability on pur- 
chasers. Under the form of receipt for succession duty in use 
before the Fimance Act, 1894, the duty was assessed, and a 
receipt was given for “the amount mentioned in the above 
assessment”’; the result being that a Jond fide purchaser for 
value without notice was exonerated from the duty “‘notwith- 
standing any suppression or misstatement in the account upon 
the footing whereof the same may have been assessed or 
insufficiency of such assessment” (see 16 & 17 Vict. c. 51, 8. 52). 
But the form now used in the case of ‘‘ absolute” successions 
says ‘‘the value of the within succession on the basis of this 
account is £ , and the succession duty on this sum at the 
rate of £ per cent. is assessed at £ .” The receipt is 
‘for the amount mentioned in the above assessment”; the dis- 
tinction being that in the old form the assessment is absolute, so 
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on the winding up of companies, which has just been issued, 
shews that the department is keeping a watchful eye upon 
voluntary liquidations, and as soon as possible an attempt will 
doubtless be made to draw these within its control. Compul- 
sory winding up, according to the admission of Mr. Jonn Sairu, 

. the Inspector-General in Companies Liquidation, continues 
to lose favour with the business world, and he finds in this very 
natural fact a possibility of the intentions of the Legislature 
being defeated. In bankruptcy, he points out, a dissentient 
creditor can prevent an arrangement out of court, but the share- 
holder in a company has no corresponding power to avoid a 
voluntary liquidation. We propose to discuss the report in a 
future issue, and here it is sufficient to observe that a shareholder 
is from the beginning a member in a joint adventure, and he can- 
not complain that his position is determined by the majority, 
especially such a majority as is required for a winding-up 
resolution. To insist upon every winding up being effected 
under official control would be a most disastrous harassing of 
business interests. There is less objection to the suggestion 
that the voluntary liquidator should forward to the registrar a 
certified estimate of the assets and liabilities of the company, 
and a statement whether the company is being wound up with 
a view to reconstruction or liquidation. The statistics, as Mr. 
SmiTH says, would enable a more complete estimate than can at 
present be obtained of the national losses by company failures 
to be framed and published from year to year. 





Four Acrs passed during the last year came into operation on 
Wednesday, the ist inst. These are the Friendly Societies Act, 
1895 (58 & 59 Vict. c. 26); the Market Gardeners’ Compensation 
Act, 1895 (c. 27); the Factory and Workshop Act, 1895 (c. 37) ; 
and the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895 (c. 
39). The Friendly Societies Act, 1895, amends in various points 
of detail the consolidating Act of 1875, the most important 
change being that which relates to the membership of minors. 
Minors above the age of one year may now be members of an 
ordinary friendly society, and provision is made for amalgamat- 
ing juvenile societies, formed under the hitherto-existing law, 
with adult societies. The working of the juvenile societies has 
been attended with difficulty, and it will probably be generally 
advisable for an amalgamation to be effected. The Market 
Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 1895, varies the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1883, in favour of market gardeners, and enables 
them to effect the improvements they require, such as the 
planting of fruit trees, strawberry plants, and asparagus and 
other vegetable crops, and the erection of buildings, with- 
out the consent of, or notice to, the landlord. The market 
— is enabled also, without any consent of the land- 

, to transfer his claim for compensation to a succeeding 
tenant. The Factory and Workshops Act, 1895, was the 
chief legislative product of the last session of the late Par- 
liament. The numerous changes it introduces into the existing 
law include provisions with respect to work in unhealthy 
places, with respect to overcrowding and the maintenance of a 
reasonable temperature in factories, with respect to dangerous 
employments, and with respect to overtime. The Summary 
Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, consolidates and 
amends the law relating to the summary jurisdiction of 

istrates to make orders in favour of married women against 
their husbands. The jurisdiction, which has hitherto been 
restricted to cases of aggravated assault and desertion, is now 
extend.d to cases where the husband has been guilty of 
persirtunt cruelty, or of wilful neglect to provide reasonable 
maintenance for his wife and her infant children, and has by 
such cruelty or neglect caused her to leave and live separately 
from him. In all such cases the court may in future make an 
order equivalent to a decree of judicial separation; may give to 
the wife the custody of children under sixteen; may order the 
husband to pay maintenance not exceeding the weekly sum of 
£2; and may provide for payment of costs. 


Tue Drvistonaz Court (Witts and Wricut, JJ.) have ex- 


recovered a sum of £12 for a client, and 
small instalments extending over a of a year. fy 
repeatedly applied for the money, and the final instalments way 
not paid until after she had, to the knowledge of the solicitor, 
made application to a magistrate for assistance. The Statutoy 
Committee of the Incorporated Law Society found that thy 
solicitor had been guilty of professional misconduct, and 
ported the finding, as well as the facts on which it was founds) 
to the court. The court differed from the conclusion of ty 
committee. The ultimate payment was not found to be becayy 
of the application to the magistrate, but merely after th, 
application, and in the absence of any evidence of dishonsy 
intention the court considered that the failure to pay over th 
money did not amount to professional misconduct. There haj 
been “‘an unexplained and long delay,” but this was ascribe 
to “‘impecuniosity” rather than to dishonesty. Possibly th 
view taken by the court leaned unduly to the side of leniengy; 
at any rate it seems to have embarrassed the statutory com. 
mittee in dealing with other similar cases, and they hay 
adopted the course of simply finding the facts and leaving { 
to the court to say whether there has been such profession 
misconduct as to call for punishment. In the recent case of 
Re F. H. W. (20th December, 1895) the charge was that th 
solicitor, having been instructed to recover, and having in fa¢ 
recovered, a debt of £8 17s. 8d., had misappropriated the mone 
to his own use. The committee, by their report, found tha 
he had received that sum, that he had concealed the fat 
that he had done so, and that he had misappropriated th 
money to his own use; but, having regard to the decision iz 
the case above referred to, they submitted these findings 
the judgment of the court. It also appeared from the e:- 
dence that the solicitor had failed to keep appointments made 
with the complainant for the purpose of rendering an explam 
tion. The court considered that the fact of concealment ani 
of failure to keep the appointments differentiated the case from 
the previous one. Here, so it was held, the solicitor had dones 
dishonest thing, and he was ordered to be suspended for a year, 
At the same time the court took occasion to remark that in ther 
former judgment they had done no more than act as a court d 
appeal against the committee’s finding of professional mis 
conduct, and that the opinion of the committee ought still to be 
formed and to be expressed in the report. Perhaps this is», 
though it may be doubted whether the committee, as to whow 
competence to judge of professional misconduct there can be m 
question, ought to be required to adjust their reports to the nie 
discrimination of the Divisional Court between honest and dis 
honest poverty. In these cases there is rarely dishonesty at the 
outset, but impecuniosity does not justify a solicitor in retaining 
a sum of money received specifically for the use of a client. 
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THE sTAGNATION of business in the Queen’s Bench Division 
last sittings has provoked a lively correspondence in the Zima, 
Mr. Prrt-Lzwis has recommended the adoption in the High 
Court of county court procedure, and the appointment of com- 
missioners to supplement the list of judges; but he insists that 
commissioners shall only take work in the country. He pr 
poses also to stop the present waste of judicial time—the value 
of a judge’s time he works out to be £4 3s. 4d. per working 
hour—by appointing a specially-qualified officer as ‘‘ master it 
charge of the lists,” to whom the arrangement of work shall be 
entrusted. Other correspondents suggest that the true remedy 
is to be found in the extension of the jurisdiction of the counly 
courts and of courts of quarter sessions, and, in imitation @ 
the rule which prevails in county courts, it is said that High 
Court judges should, when absent through illness or other 
cause, provide and pay substitutes. Adl this indicates a jut 
tifiable dissatisfaction with the present state of things, 
and it is unfortunate that daniel arrangements were nd 
made last sittings so soon as it was seen that the Londo 
business must inevitably be blocked. The appointment o 
commissioners for the ensuing assizes on the North Wales 

Western Circuits should produce perceptible relief during the 
next sittings, and such appointment of commissioners is 





plained the effect of their judgment a year ago in Re A Solicitor 
(39 Soricrrors’ Journat, 202). In that case the solicitor had 


natural resource at times when there is special pressure 


| Permanent pressure, when shewn to exist, can only be met by 
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permanent increase of the judicial body. The subject is 
ed from an entirely novel standpoint by Mr. J. 8. 
STEIN in an article on ‘The Law’s Delay” in the current 
yumber of the Fortnightly Review. Some judges, he holds, are 
deficient in judicial learning and capacity. Hence needless 
delay while counsel are teaching them the law, and needless 
expense while their decisions are being put right by the Court 
of Appeal Mr. Rusrnsrern discovers the cause of the evil in 
sppointments made from political considerations. But, un- 
ily, the best of judges often sees his judgments reversed, 
mies Court of Appeal by this time, we imagine, is always 
to find the House of Lords at variance with it. Mr. 
sTEIN’s second cause of the present discontent is to be 
found in the Rules of the Supreme Court, and his remedy is to 
have the rules made by the Incorporated Law Society instead 
of by the judges. Solicitors, he urges, have far greater 
sequaintance with procedure than the bar, and they have shewn 
themselves eager in the interests of their clients to avail them- 
slyes of whatever expedition and simplicity is permitted under 
the existing system. We have our doubts whether this change 
of position would be satisfactory either to the judges or the 
Incorporated Law Society. At any rate, the suggestion can 
wait till the promised revision of the rules has been published. 





THE RULES AS TO AMENDING. 


Mosr practitioners will bear us out when we say that it is the 
small Jotect in Rules of Court which causes the greatest aggre- 
amount of friction. So long as it is small enough to be 

e with by the profession, it is never remedied, because its 
existence is never known to, or realised by, those who have the 
power to remedy it. And so year by year it gives incessant 
trouble of a minor kind and builds up for itself a greater total 
of labour lost and time wasted than a more serious defect in the 
Rules would be able to accumulate before it was removed. We 
therefore make no apology for devoting some space to one of 
these minor defects. 

Itis an extraordinary fact that the Rules of 1883 nowhere 
contain any direct provision as to amendment of a writ of 
summons or an originating summons. Order 28 deals fully with 
amendment of indorsements and pleadings, but it does not touch 
the writ itself, or the originating summons. This omission may 
have been intentional. Where no other provision is made, ord. 
121, 2 keeps the — in force which existed prior to the 
Judicature Acts and Rules. The old practice as to amendment, 
therefore, has to be applied to the new order of things. Unfor- 
tunately it does not fit in well. In the first place, there does 
not appear to be any jurisdiction to amend a writ of summons 
alter service, ex parte. We must assume that there is in fact no 
such jurisdiction, because, although the want of it is constantly 
felt, it is rarely exercised. We will give one or two instances to 
thow how strongly such a jurisdiction is needed, indeed we 
think we shall be able to show that one of the rules must have 
been drawn on the assumption that such a jurisdiction existed. 

Under ord. 16 r. 11 the court or a judge has power at any 
oo < the proceedings ‘‘upon or without the application of 

er party ”’ to strike out parties improperly joined or add 
parties who ought to have been joined. Applications under 
this rule are made ex parte. Ord. 17 r. 4 gives power to the 
court to add parties ‘‘ where by reason of marriage, death, or 
bankruptcy” a change or transmission of interest has taken 
place. Orders under this rule are also made ez parte. They 
are, in fact, in the nature of the old orders to revive, and are 
talled orders to carry on proceedings. The next rule of import- 
ance is ord. 16 r. 13 which is as follows :— 
“Where a defendant is added or substituted, the 
plaintiff shall, unless otherwise ordered by the court or 
@ judge, file an amended copy of and sue out a writ of 
summons, and serve such new defendant with such 
writ or notice in lieu of service thereof in the same 
manner as original defendants are served.” 

At first sight this rule apusees to belie all our previous 

tions. It appears to e the amendment of the writ a 
Reeessary part of an order to carry on proceedings, and seems of 
welt to give authority to amend without further order. A 





closer examination, however, will show that this, unfortunately, 
is not the case. In the first place, the rule deals with only one 
particular kind of order to carry on—that which adds a defend- 
ant. Now, an order to add a defendant under ord. 16 r. 11 
may be obtained by a co-defendant, and if we bear this in minc 
the first words of the above rule clearly disclose, and limit, its 
intention. In all cases where a defendant is added, whether at 
the instance of — plaintiff or a ae this rule imposes 
upon the plaintiff the duty of taking the necessary steps to 
aaa the writ and some it on the added defendant. This 
brings us to a position in procedure which is little short of an 
absurdity. The plaintiff is compelled to obtain an order to 
amend by adding the new defendant to the writ. This order 
cannot be made ex parte although its purpose is merely to give 
effect to the ex parte order to add the defendant. Why should 
a second order be required at all? Why should not the master 
or chief clerk be authorised to make his order thus: “ 4. 2. 
added defendant. Amendment accordingly.” ? The answer is 
that at presont the master has only power ex parte to add or 
strike out a party; he cannot order the merely consequent 
amendments without having the parties before him on sum- 
mons. 

Actions of ejectment furnish another striking instance of the 
need of power to amend the writ ¢x parte after service. A writ 
in ejectment is brought for recovery of the land. Before posses- 
sion can be obtained, all the tenants sued must be included in 
the final judgment. A plaintiff has often to include a great 
number of tenants in his writ. He may, and constantly does, 
get judgment against all except one whom he cannot serve. In 
order to obtain a final judgment against the land, he must amend 
his writ by striking him out. Under the present system he has 
to issue a summons and serve it on all the other defendants 
against whom he has already obtained judgment. They have 
no legitimate interest in the matter and summoning them is so 
much time and labour lost. 

We venture to suggest that in the new code of rules the order 
dealing with amendment should contain, as a sub-section to the 
present. ord. 28 r. 1 a provision to the following effect :— 

‘‘ Where an order has been made adding or striking out 
parties, the plaintiff shall be entitled to amend the writ of sum- 
mons or originating summons in accordance with such order 
without obtaining any further order for the purpose.” 

With regard to the necessity which arises to clear the record 
in ejectment actions, we are on more debateable ground, but 
having confidence in the discretion of “the court or a judge,” 
we think power to amend ex parte might be safely given. A 
further sub-rule to the following effect, would, in our opinion, 
be of considerable service : 

‘In an action of ejectment where judgment has been obtained 
against some of several defendants, the court or a judge may, on 
the ex parte application of the plaintiff, and subject to the 
provisions of ro 16 r. 11 and ord. 17 r. 4, and to the rights of 
any person appearing and defending as landlord or by order, 
and upon such terms as may be just, give leave to amend the 
writ of summons by striking out any defendant who has not 
been served with the writ.” 








THE “COMPOUND SETTLEMENT.” 
I, 


Mr. Jusrice Srreuine’s recognition in Re the Marquis of Aslesbury 
and Lord Iveagh (41 W.R. 644; 1893, 2 Ch. 345) of a “ com- 
pound settlement” vexed and still vexes the souls of convey- 
ancers. We were enabled, a few months after the case was 
heard, to give our readers such an account of the series of 
transactions, of which that case was one, as would guard them 
inst too over-weening a confidence in the reported decision 
(38 Soxrcrrors’ Journnat 5); but that warning could hardly add 
to their peace nor can we do more to restore it now. Having, 
however, before us a copy of the subsequent order consented to 
by the purchaser, which was mentioned in the above account 
(id Poe we hope it may be useful for us to state the 
of the case, the arguments of the counsel, the reasons of 

the judge, the terms of the orders, the ascertained law concern- 
ing the point which we have considered, and the conclusions 
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which, upon a review of the whole, seem to our minds to be 
those which should be adopted, and need a decision of the court 
for their adoption. 
_ The late Marquis of ArzssuryY, who was a grandson and 
immediate successor of the Marquis Ernest, whom we shall have 
occasion to mention, and a nephew of the present marquis, 
being in the year 1891 entitled as tenant for life in possession 
to the Savernake Estate, contracted to sell it to Lord Ivzacu for 
£750,000. We infer from the report that the abstract furnished 
disclosed, among other documents, five settlements made in the 
years 1796, 1826, 1837, 1863, and 1885 respectively. Marta, 
Dowager Marchioness, was entitled for her jointure to two yearly 
rent-charges appointed to her in exercise of powers created by 
the settlements of 1796 and 1826. Lady Evetyn Mary Rmpeti 
—who had been the widow of the vendor’s father, the eldest 
son of the Marquis Exnest—was entitled for her jointure to a 
yearly rent-charge limited by the settlement of 1863. Her son— 
who at the hearing of the case was Marquis of A1Lessury—had 
been a tenant in tail in remainder under the settlement of 1863, 
had with the consent of his grandfather, the Marquis Ervzst, 
his estate into one in fee simple, and had become 
tenant for life in possession under the settlement of 1885. The 
settlement of 1885 limited other estates in remainder expectantly 
on the Marquis’s life estate, but for the present purpose only 
the three rent-charges and the life estate need be considered. 
They were derived to the three beneficiaries, through, in the 
ordinary sense of the expression, four distinct settlements. 
Under the other of the five settlements—that of 1837—there 
does not appear to have been, at the hearing of the case, any 
subsisting beneficial interest. It is stated to have been made in 
exercise of a joint power of appointment limited by the settle- 
ment of 1826, and its uses are stated to have been subject to the 
jointure rent-charges—that is to say, those of the Marchioness 
Maris. Between the settlements of 1837 and 1863, and between 
those of 1863 and 1885, disentailing deeds intervened. 
The existence of a mortgage for £55,000 was disclosed, but to 
the present inquiry it does not appear to be important. 
those circumstances Lord Ivzacu required the jointresses 
to concur in his conveyance, they having, as he was advised, in- 
cumbrances to which the settlement of 1885 was subject. There- 
upon the Marquis applied by summons under the Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874, for a declaration that he could sell dis- 
charged from the three jointures. Mr. Justice Srimixvc held that 
the Marquis was tenant for life of the settlement created by the 
instruments of 1796, 1826, 1863, and 1885; and after directing 
the summons to be additionally entitled in the matter of the 
Settled Land Acts, he, in March, 1893, declared that the 
jointresses were bound by the contract of sale, that the marquis 
had power to convey the estate free from the rent-charges and 
the terms by which they were secured, and that Lord Iveacu 
was not entitled to require the concurrence of the jointresses or 
of the trustees of the terms. The learned judge also expressed 
his willingness to appoint trustees for the purposes of the Settled 
Land Acts of the compound settlement which he recognized. 
The order of March, though drawn up (L. R.; 1893, 2 Ch. 
359), was not acted on. One of the persons proposed to be ap- 
pointed a trustee of the compound settlement refused the office ; 
the Marchioness Maxis died, and an application was made to 
the court, under the 5th section of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
for an order declaring the settled estates to be free from the Lady 
Evzxr»’s jointure rent-charge. Thereupon, it was ordered that 
Lord Ivzscu be at liberty, in pursuance of the last-mentioned 
enactment, to pay into court a fund for providing Lady Evetyn’s 
and a sum to meet future costs and expenses—that, 
upon payment of those sums, the trustees appointed [7] by the 
order of the 4th of March were to abstain from acting further as 


trustees and from taking any part in the conveyance, or the 
receipt of the purchase-money, or the security of such part 


thereof as should remain unpaid—and that the trustees of the 
settlement of 1465 were entitled to receive, and have the control 
of, #9 much ene 2 or setter wd as should not be paid into 
court or be retained by the purchaser on mortgage. 

This order of June is not reported ; was made by consent, 
presumably in chambers, and was not acted on any more than the 
order of March, which it superseded—the contract, as is com- 
monly known, being put an end to for other reasons than those 





appearing on the above-mentioned proceedings, and after another 
application to the court. These circumstances might suffice to 
disqualify the order of June as an authority for any new 
position; but it cannot be neglected as evidence that Lond 
TyEacu’s advisers were unwilling to rely on the doctrine of the 
order of March, and that Mr. Justice Sriruine did not fog} 
sufficient confidence in it to insist on its acceptance. To the 
validity of the sale it was essential that the requirements of the 
Settled Land Acts should be complied with, including the exis. 
tence of trustees, for the purposes of those Acts, of the settle. 
ment under which the vendor was tenant for life, and payment 
to them or into court of the price. The order of March appointed, 
or the judge proposed to appoint, persons to be trustees of the 
compound settlement for that purpose; the order of June pro. 
hibited those trustees from acting, and treated the trustees of 
the settlement of 1885 alone as the trustees for the purposes of 
the Acts. That order was made to satisfy a purchaser who was 
to part with three-quarters of a million of money in reliance op 
it; in the face of a hostile remainderman, the present Marquis 
who had opposed the sale, and by a judge who in makingit 
contradicted his former order and could not have been blind tp 
the great and daily importance of the question to which it 
related. It will be seen that there is reason to doubt whether, 
according to Mr. Justice Srirtive’s theory of the compound 
settlement he at first recognized, the subsequent death of the 
first jointress was important to the issue. 

The question raised but left unsettled is, What is the meaning 
of the sentence ‘‘ Any instrument or any number of instruments 
‘oh under or by virtue of which any land or any 
estate or interest in land stands for the time being limited toor 
in trust for any persons by way of succession creates or is for 
the purposes of this Acta settlement ” ? (Settled Land Act, 1889, 
s. 2, sub-section 1.) The attempt to answer it was begun by 
considering the words ‘‘ estate or interest limited toor 
in trust for any persons by way of succession,” and the 
Marquis’s counsel said the jointresses and the tenant for lif 
take [ estates or interests] by way of succession, as on their deter. 
mination succession duty would accrue, and all the land stood 
limited to the use that they should arise. Lord Ivzacn’s counsd 
replied that the jointures were not estates or interests taken 
with others in succession, but incumbrances to which the settle 
ment of 1885 was subject. They said the jointure must b 
either an interest in land or an incumbrance. In the forme 
cage the jointress had an interest concurrent with that of the 
tenant for life, and must, therefore, concur (Settled Land Ad 
1882, s. 2, sub-section 6); in the latter case, one to which the life 
estate or the settlement was subject, and her concurrence was 
equally necessary. What Mr. Justice Srintine thought of thow 
conflicting propositions does not clearly appear. In his judg: 
ment he is reported to have said that the jointures were charge, 
and not estates or interests concurrent with the life estate of the 
Marquis (p. 357), and by his order he declared that neitherd 
the jointresses were, either solely or concurrently with the 
Marauis, a tenant for life (p, 359). That observation asl 
declaration suggest that he regarded the rent-charges and term 
securing them as such incumbrances cr charges as are ref 
to in section 2, sub-section 7, of the Act of 1882, and also# 
such charges as are in section 20, sub-section 2 described # 








charges subsisting under the settlement which the tenant fe 
| life can discharge on sale. 

| Moreover, the only nexus between the several deeds declared 
to be the settlement which Mr. Justice Srintino adverted toi 


his judgment, was the fact that, by virtue of a power in tf 


| deed of 1826 and of subsequent deeds, there had existed cor 
tinuously, from 1837 until and after the deed of 1885, in the 
Marquis Exyesr, a life estate or a succession of life estate 
Yet it appears, by a recital in the order of June (38 Soxscrros! 


Jourmat, p. 5), that the series of deeds which the learned judg 
r ized as one settlement were those four of the whole fiw 
which the Marquis’s counsel had claimed as its constituents 


namely, the deeds of 1796, 1826, 1863, and 1885, not including 
that of 1837, Those four deeds appear to have originated 

jointures and a life estate of the Marquis Keyxsr and & 
vendor ; but the deed of 1796 is not said to have been one unde 
or by virtue of which the Marquis Kunxsr was entitled to oli 
estate, and the deed of 1837, by virtue of which he was so @ 
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titled, was not reckoned as a constituent of the compound 
settlement. According, however, to the reports in the WEEKLY 
Reporter and Law Zimes Reports, wherein the deeds which 
Mr. Justice Srreiine in his judgment recognised as constituting 
the compound settlement are particularized, that of 1796 is not 
specifi . There must, we think, have been some error in 
gither the fact or the allegation of the fact of that deed being 
included, since, if it was, the judgment would have recognized 
one constitution of the compound settlement, and the order 
made another, and that recognized by the order could only have 
been so recognized for reasons repudiated by the judge. 

It should be noted that Mr. Justice Srretine did not treat 


the words ‘‘under or by virtue of” as relating to the whole 
series Of instruments which since documentary title began 
constituted that to the Savernake Estate at the time of the sale ; 
for he specified four deeds only. It may be inferred that he 
would have excluded any document preceding a conveyance by a 
tenant in fee. Authority on the point does not occur to us, but 
the 
Goo 


rinciple seems to be involved in the decisions in Christie v. 
ing (L. R. 1 H. L. 801); Martelli v. Holloway (L. R. 5 
H. L. 582). 

Concerning the first ground upon which the compound settle- 
ment recognized by Mr. Justice Srmruinc may have been so 
recognized—although it is the only ground upon which the 
report shews the particular compound settlement can have been 
recognized—we have nothing to remark, because it appears to us 
that the learned judge himself repudiated the propositions of 
the Marquis of Arzzspury’s counsel that the jointures were 
among the estates or interests limited by way of succession, and 
and that in doing so he confirmed the general opinion of 
conveyancers. 

We propose next week to consider in some detail the other 
reason for recognizing a compound settlement—viz., the 
continuous existence of a life estate or series of life estates. 





REVIEWS. 
RULING CASES. 


Ruuine CasEs. Arranged, Annotated, and Edited by RoBERT 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, late Fellow of Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge. Assisted by other Members of the Bar. With 
American Notes by Irvine Browne. Vol. V. Bill of Sale— 
Conflict of Laws. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This volume of ‘‘ Ruling Cases” comprises a large number of 
interesting and important subjects. Of the ten cases which Mr. 
Campbell has selected to illustrate bills of sale, the most noteworthy 
are J'wyne’s case, which established the principle that a secret assign- 
ment of chattels, the possession remaining unchanged, is fraudulent 
as against creditors under the statute 13 Eliz. c. 5; Manchester, 
Shefield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. v. North Central Wagon Co., 
which emphasized the distinction that the Bills of Sale Acts strike 
at documents, and not at transactions; Re Standard Manufacturing 
Ce., which excluded debentures of companies incorporated under the 
Companies Acts from the operation of the Bills of Sale Acts; and 
Thomas v. Kelly, which insisted upon the requirement that bills of 
sale must follow the statutory form, and on this ground avoided a 
bill of sale covering after-acquired property. The notes contain a 
very useful sketch of the history of English legislation on the 
subject, with an explanation of the differing principles of Scotch 
law which have made similar legislation for that country unneces- 
sary. The case of Société Générale de Paris v. Walker is given under 
the head of ‘ Blank.” A blank deed of transfer requires redelive 
alter the blanks have been filled up, and consequently a blan 
transfer of shares is ineffectual to create a title in the transferee. 
The notes refer to the recent case of Powell vy. London and Provincial 
Bank, in which the same principle has been acted upon. Goodwin v. 
Rebarts, the leading case on negotiable instruments, is given under 
the title of “ Bond ' (negotiable).”’ The important subject of carriers 


isdealt with in five sections, containing together seventeen “ ruling | 
The first two are the historical cases of Morse vy. Slue and | 
| ing how many solicitors and articled clerks belong to volunteer corps, 


cases.” 
Cogs v. Bernard. The section on railway companies as carriers of 
er includes the famous case of Bunch v. Great Western 

ilway Co., and to the section on the measure of damages for 
breach of contract is assigned /ladley v. Bawendale, with its well- 
known rule on the subject, a rule which is to be treated further in 
the next volume under the head of ‘ Contract.” The volume also 
‘antains the heads of ‘Charitable Trust” and ‘ Charter-party,” 
tnd it has been extended beyond the usual size in order to complete 





the important topic of “Conflict of Laws.” This sketch will shew 

that the contents of the volume are of great and varied interest, 

while in care and thoroughness it maintains the high standard set by 
its predecessors in the series. : 
THE FRENCH LAW OF MARRIAGE. 

Tue Frenco Law oF MarriaGE, MARRIAGE CONTRACTS AND 
Divorce. SEconD Epirion oF Keity’s Freyon Law or Mar- 
RIAGE. Revised and Enlarged. By Oxiver E. Bopineton, B.A. 
(Lond.), Barrister-at-Law, &. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The first edition of this work was in 1885, too recently 
after the re-establishment of divorce in France to admit of the 
subject being exhaustively dealt with. Mr. Bodington, who brings 
to his task peculiar qualifications inasmuch as he is a member at once 
of the English and American bars and a licencié en droit of the Uni- 
versity of Paris, has supplied this deficiency in the present edition. 
The work is a complete and clear exposition of the French law of 
marriage and divorce. Not the least interesting and valuable por- 
tion of the book from the English professional standpoint is the 
critical comparison of French and English marriage law in the last 
chapter. The treatise concludes with extracts from the French Civil 
Code bearing on marriage, marriage contracts, and divorce, with a 
translation of the articles quoted, and appendices relating to 
American and consular marriages and of forms. 


THE FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS. 


THE Facrory anD WorksHop Acts, 1878-95. By Evans AUSTEN, 
M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Knight & Co. 


This book does not profess to be an exhaustive treatise on the sub- 
ject with which it deals, and is written mainly for the guidance of 
‘occupiers ”” and owners of factories and workshops, on whom so 
many onerous duties are now —— Legal practitioners will, 
however, find in it an accurate, and, so far as _— serviceable, ex- 

ition of the law. It would have been if the distinction 
tween the new provisions introduced by the Act of 1895 and the 
old law had been emphasized in the consideration of the various 
statutes, which Mr. Austin has effected by a difference of type. The 
summary (at pp. xxxiv.-vi. of the introduction) of the changes 
by the new Act a, wag been arranged more logically. But, 
within its prescribed limits, the book is a good one. 


THE LAW RELATING TO ELECTRICITY. 
A TREATISE ON THE LAW RELATING TO ELEcTRiciry. By Snvon J. 
CROSWELL. Boston: Little, Brown, & Co. 

Although this work is primarily intended for American lawyers, 
those members of the legal profession in England who are interested 
in electrical questions of all kinds may consult it with advantage. 
We have tested it at various points where lish and familiar 
American decisions are dealt with, and have uniformly found the 
effect of the cases clearly and accurately stated. The-treatment of 
measure of damages is particularly ciengh and good. 


DANGEROUS GOODS. 


THe HANDLING oF DancERovs Goops. By H. Josuva PHILLIPs, 
F.1.C., F.C.8S. Crosby Lockwood & Son. 

This work gives, in a clear and popular form, particulars as to the 
nature and character of explosives and other goods, and 
information as to the proper means of securing their safe storage and 
transport. It should prove of great use to government and railway 
officials. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


SOLICITORS AND ARTICLED CLERKS AS VOLUNTEERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have only just seen the letter in your issue of the 2ist ult., 
under the above heading, and should like to be allowed to make a 
few comments upon it :— : 

I take exception to Mr. Jones’ statement that ““. . . solicitors 
and articled clerks . . . are very Seaiegeaney represented in the 
(volunteer) Force.” I do not think are any means of ascertain- 


but many friends of mine in the jon are volunteers, and, 
moreover, on se oocasions when I have been brought in contact 
with solicitors in business and have thought the gent attending 
to the matter appeared to be one who would be a e acy MATAR, 
to the volunteers, I have found on enquiry that he is already a 
member of a corps, : 

Again, Mr. Jones in his letter gives his own case away, for he 
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says :—‘‘ I am a number of a metropolitan volunteer corps in which 
may be found solicitors and articled clerks in every rank from private 
to major.” This would tend to shew that, at any rate in his corps, 
there are fair sprinkling of solicitors. 

The corps in which I have the honour to hold a commission can 
boast of five solicitors and two articled clerks in the commissioned 
ranks alone, and, no doubt, other instances can be quoted of corps 
with a fair proportion of solicitors amongst their members. 

‘ With regard to Mr. Jones’ assumption that ‘‘ many solicitors and 
articled clerks who are willing to serve as volunteers are deterred 
from doing so because they imagine that they cannot join 
- + + regiments except in the capacity of officers. Ps 
(which idea he negatives) I must again differ from him. 

It must be remembered that the volunteer force is not now con- 
stituted at it was in the days when the Inns of Court Volunteer 
Corps (to which he refers) was in a flourishing condition. The rank 
and file now consist largely of men whom it would be absurd to 
suggest are the social equals of professional men, but do not let me 
be misunderstood, I do not say this with any snobbish feeling of 
superiority. The extension of the volunteer movement has opened 
the ranks to men who cannot afford to pay for uniform and equip 
themselves, but they patriotically give what they can—their time and 
attention—in the service of their country, and all honour to them for 
doing so. 

_ Now professional men, I speak generically, have both money and 
time, and I venture to think that it is detrimental to their social 
position, although not perhaps in the sense that Mr. Jones means, to 
accept the benefits and advantages which they obtain as volunteer 
privates, and which were intended for men who cannot afford to pay 
for them, so long as the cOmmissioned ranks are in such a deplorably 
weak state as regards members. 

I feel bound to say, too, that personally I think it would be un- 
desirable, for many reasons, for principal and clerk to be associated 
together as equalsin the ranks of a corps, as might happen if soli- 
citors enrolled themselves as privates. On the other hand, as officer 
and man, nothing could be more conducive to good feeling and effi- 
ciency, for a principal would naturally take an interest and give 
facilities to his clerk to attend the drills, and the clerk would natur- 
feel anxious to be a credit tothe company of which his principal was 
the officer. 

F, GRAHAM JONES. 

P.S.—Perhaps Iought to say that, although a namesake of mine, 
Mr. Jones is not a relative, and, therefore, my comments on his letter 
must not be taken asa family quarrel. 

32, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., Jan. 1. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 
Rte DALLMEYER, DALLMEYER rv. DALLMEYER—No. 2, 18th December. 


Wiu11—Powezr ro make Apvances—HortcuroT—InTEREst CHARGEABLE ON 
ADVANCES AS FEOM PERIOD OF DisTRIBUTION. 


This case raised two questions. (1) Whether a son of the testator was, 
under the will, chargeable with interest upon the value of the testator’s 
business, 2s from the date when such business was purchased by such son 
under an option given to him by the will; and (2) whether any and what 
interest was chargeable upon sums advanced to children and brought 
into hotchpot. By his will, dated the 14th of February, 1880, J. H. 
Dallmeyer, by clause (3) thereof, declared that his sons, Thomas, Sydney, 
and Owen should have the option in succession according to seniority, 
after attaining twenty-one, of succeeding to his business, and he thereb 
declared that “‘ immediately on any son of mine electing to succeed to such 
business, the whole of the said business and the capital thereof and the 
stick,” kc., ** shall, subject to and charged with the contingent payment 
thereout hereinafter mentioned, belong to him, and he shall be debited 
with the value thereof, estimated in such manner as my trustees shall think 
fit in the division of my residuary estate, and in case such value shall 
exceed the total amount of the expectant share of such son in my residu- 
ary etate (ertitnated in manner aforesaid) at the time such option is 
dedare4, be shall refund such excess to my residuary estate, by instal- 
inmate ox Aherwise, in wuch manner and at such time or times as my 
trustecs shall determine.” By clause (5) the testator bequeathed (amongst 
ners) the following legacies :—‘‘ To my son who shail elect to succeed 
to my waid business, the eum of £500 to be paid to him as soon as may be 
after be shall have declared wuch election, and commenced to carry on my 
aid wines” and “unto and equally between euch of my children 
(except the wm who shall elect to succeed to my said business) as being 
wns athain the age of twenty-five years or being daughters attain the age 
A twenty-one years or marry under that age, the eum of £4,000," and he 
thesdy direAc4 that much legacy whould carry interest at the rate of 5 per 
emt. annuum from tie dec6ease to be snalied by his trustees at discre- 
tiem a twats their rempetive maintenance and education during 
iainority, and as t sone in or trwards their maintenance, education, or 
benelitt until they should attain the age of twenty-five. And the testator 
eutivwiies the trudecs, ot any time alter any of bis said wove should have 








attained the age of twenty-seven years, to advance either the whole or 
part of his then expectant share in the said legacy of £4,000 in or toma 
establishing him in business. By clause (7) the testator devised ang 
bequeathed all his real and personal estate unto his trustees therein-namej 
upon trusts for sale and conversion, with power to postpone, and he ther. 
by gave to his said sons in succession the option of purchasing hiy 
mansion and ground at a price calculated at three-fourths of a valuation 
to be madeas therein directed. By clause (8) the testator directed that 
his trustees should out of the proceeds of sale pay his debts, &c., and, by 
clause (9) that they should out of the income of his residuary estate 

to his wife an annuity. By clause (11) the testator declared that 
trustees might at their absolute discretion at any time or times befor 
the period of distribution thereinafter mentioned apply out of the 
surplus income of the said trust premises in or towards the main. 
tenance or education of any son or daughter of his, such y 
sums, and in such manner, as his trustees should think fit, all sums 
advanced for the maintenance or education of any son or daughter of hig 
who should have attained the age of twenty-one years, to be taken in 
part satisfaction of the share to which he or she, or his or her issue, might 
respectively become entitled of the said trust premises. ‘‘ (12) My trusteg 
shall invest in their names the surplus income of the said trust premises, 
after satisfying the said annuities, the discretionary provision next herein. 
before contained, and all expenses incident to the execution of the trusts 
of this my will upon such securities as are hereinbefore specified with the 
like power of transposition, and by similar investments shall accumulate 
at compound interest the resulting income for the term of twenty-one 
years from my decease, if any child of mine shall so long live and be under 
the age of twenty-one years. And shall, on the determination of the said 
term, upon the attainment of the age of twenty-one years by my youngest 
living child, which determination is hereinafter referred to as the period 
of distribution, stand possessed of the said trust premises with the accumu. 
lations thereof (subject to such of the trusts hereinbefore contained a 
shall be then subsisting), in trust for my child or children living at the 
period of distribution, and the issue then living of any child or children 
dying before that period, such objects to take as tenants in common 
according to the stocks, and not to the number of individuals composing 
the class, the shares of children to be paid immediately, and the shares of 
other issue being males at the age of twenty-one years or being females 
at that age or marriage. (13) My trustees at any time or times 
before the period of distribution may apply out of the capital of the said 
trust premises any sum or sums of money not exceeding in the whole one- 
half of the capital share in or towards the establishment of each or any son 
of mine, in any profession or business to be approved of by my trustees, 
or his advancement in the world in any other manner which may appear 
to them expedient, the sums so advanced to be taken in part satisfaction 
of the shares to which my said sons or their issue may respectively become 
entitled of the said trust premises. The testator died on the 30th of 
December, 1883, and his said will was duly proved. He left five children 
—namely, the sons, Thomas, Sydney, and Owen, mentioned in the will, 
and two daughters. Thomas, the son, was born in 1859. The youngest 
child, a daughter, attained the age of twenty-one in 1894, and esis 
the term of twenty-one years during which accumulations were directed t 
be made came to an end, and the residuary trust premises, comprising & 
considerable sum arising from accumulations, became distributable. In 
1884 Thomas, the eldest son, under the said clause (3) elected to succeed to 
the testator’s business at a valuation by the trustees of about £15,000,8 
sum. less than the then value of the expectant share of Thomas. Sydney, the 
second son, had received, in three separate sums, £8,200, under the said 
power of advancement contained in clause 13, and some of the younger 
children had received, after attaining twenty-one, certain sums under the 
power of advancement contained in clause 11. The trustees applied by 
originating summons to have determined (inter alia) (2) whether, on 
division of the estate new divisible, Thomas the son should be charged 
with interest, and at what rate on the value of the testator’s said business; 
(3) whether Sydney should be charged with ;interest on his advances, 
Kekewich, J., answered these questions by declaring, as to questions (2) 
and (3), that interest was not chargeable. Against this judgment the 
tbree children other than Thomas and Sydney appealed. During the 
argument that as from the period of distribution interest ought to be 
charged upon the advances mentioned in question 3. 


Lord Hexscuzirt.—Upon the question whether Thomas should be 
debited with interest upon the value of the business, said he could find 
nothing in the will to justify such a contention. The testator had 
expressly defined what the position of a son taking the business was to be. 
The value of the business was to be ascertained at the time he declared his 
option, and the amount of his expectant share in the residuary estate was 
to be also then determined. Upon the claim of debit Sydney, with 
interest upon tthe advances made to him, his lordship pointed out that 
this claim was based on the fact that the testator had directed the accumt- 
lation of the surplus income of the whole of the trust premises, that the 
advances made diminished pro tanto the amqunt of the trust premises 
bearing interest, and consequently the accumulations, and that if the 
son who received the advances was allowed to have an equal share of 
accumulations, he would obtain an advantage, and said: ‘'I think the 
matter in controversy must be determined by @ study of the angus; 
used by the testator. No case was cited in which any such rule was 
down governing the present case. In the case of He Rees (17 Oh, D. 701) 
the authorities, with reference to debiting interest on sums advanced were 
reviewed by the lute Master of the Rolls. The attempt thon made was # 
debit a child with interest in respect of sums advanced during the fathre’s 
lifetime, and which were to be ht into hotchpot upon the distribu. 
tion of the estate. The Master of the Rolls decided that interest o' 
to be debited from the period of distribution only. 1 can find nothing &@ 
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that decision, or in the language of the Master of the Rolls, when read as 
it must be in connection with the point he was then considering, which 
supports the appellant’s contention. I feel free, therefore, to allow my- 
self to be guided by what appears to me to be the intention of the testator 
as indicated by the language he has used, untrammelled by any technical 
mle.” His lordship then discussed the terms of the will, stating that he 
could not see any warrant for treating the sums advanced to a son as if 

had continued part of the trust premises vested in the trustees, the 
income of which was to be accumulated, and so added to the actual 
accumulations as a condition of allowing the son, who had received the 
advances, to share equally in the accumulations with the other children. 
In his lordship’s opinion the appeal should be dismissed with costs. 

A. L. Smrru, L.J., concurred. 

Ricsy, L.J., concurred as to the claim to charge Thomas with interest 
on the value of the testator’s business, but dissented on the question as 
to interest on Sydney’s advances. In his lordship’s view the only way to 
attain equality amongst the children was to charge any sums advanced 
with compound interest, as from the date when each sum was advanced. — 
GounseL, Renshaw, Q.C., and Sargeant; Warrington, Q.C., and Bethune 
Horsburgh ; Bramwell Davis, Q.C., and Percy Wheeler ; Rowden. Soutct- 
rors, King, Wigg, $ Co. ; Waddington & Cheesman ; Steadman, Van Praagh, 


Sims 
$ [Reported by W. Scorr Txompsoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re HARVEY, HARVEY v». HOBDAY—No. 2, 18th December. 


Wiri—Cuarce on Inuerrrance—Payment spy Tgnant For Lire—Pre- 
suMPTION OF INTENTION FOR OWN Bgnerit—R&LATION OF PARENT AND 
CxILD. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from a refusal of Kekewich, J., to vary the chief 
dletk's certificate. The plaintiff, a son of Charlotte Emily Harvey, widow 
of Charles Bloomfield Harvey, took out a summons in November, 1894, to 
have it determined whether he, as executor of his mother, who was tenant 
for life under her husband’s will, was entitled to be paid by the trustees 
of the will out of the corpus of the estate an amount which had been 
applied by the trustees out of the income of the widow as tenant for life 
in order to pay off a mortgage upon the inheritance. The testator left all 
his property (except a pair of houses in Western-road, Romford, which 
were not to be sold during the widowhood of his wife, and which were 
subject to a mortgage) to his executors upon trust to sell and to pay the 
income of the proceeds to his wife during widowhood, and after her death 
or second marriage to divide the corpus equally amongst his children who 
should be then living. The two houses in Western-road, Romford, were 
mortgaged to a building society, the principal money and interest being 
repayable by monthly instalments. The trustees applied the rents of one 
of the houses for the monthly repayments, and by the addition of a 
further sum from the testator’s estate finally paid off the mortgage in 
June, 1882. Mrs. Harvey died in March, 1891, oon Bee never re-married. 
The houses were sold in May, 1893, for £1,225, and the plaintiff claimed 
as much of this amount as represented capital in the monthly payments to 
the building society. An inquiry was directed as to what amount (if any) 
was due to the plaintiff as executor of the widow and tenant for life in 
respect of money expended out of the widow’s income in paying off the 
incumbrances. The chief clerk by his certificate found that nothing was 
due, and Kekewich, J., affirmed this decision. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tug Court (Linpiey, A. L. Smrrn, and Ricry, L.JJ.) allowed the 
wppeal, op the ground that the fact that the relationship of parent and 

dd exists between the tenant for life and remainderman, though not 
immaterial, is not of itself sufficient to rebut the presumption that the 
tenant for life who pays off a charge upon the inheritance intends to keep 
the charge alive for his own benefit and not for the benefit of the 

remaindermen. Appeal allowed.—Covunsrt, Warrington, Q.C., and G. 

Curtis Price ; Renshaw, Q.C., and Marcy. Soxicrrors, 4. H. Hunt § Co. ; 

Walker § Battiscombe. 

[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
KIRBY ». HARROGATE SCHOOL BOARD—North, J., 20th December. 
Resrricrivs Covenant—Comrvutsory Powsrs. 


This was a motion to restrain the use of land asa school. The School 
Board had purchased land subject to a restrictive covenant by arrange- 
ment, and not under compulsory powers. It was argued that as the land 
was purchased by arrangement, the restrictive covenant remained 


g. 
Noxrn, J.—If the School Board had used its compulsory powers, it 
Would not have been bound by the restrictive covenant. I do not think 
it makes any difference that the School Board did not purchase under 
compulsory powers. If the School Board had chosen to acquire the 
land under its compulsory powers, the vendor would have been compelled 
to sell, and the plaintiff would have had no remedy. A vendor who is in 
& position to sell the fee can voluntarily grant as much as a limited owner 
who is only enabled to sell by statute; Baily v. De Crespigny (L. R. 4Q. B. 
180) shows that the covenant is released. I think that this applies even 


the sale is made voluntarily, and that the plaintiff has no better | 
Board is | 


t than if the vendor had been compelled to sell, ‘The School 

at liberty to use the land as it thinks best for the publio interest. If the 
laintiff has sustained any injury he can recover compensation,—Covnsr., 

ernon Smith, Q.0.; OC. Prive; 8. Bady, Q.0.; Micklem, Sourcrrons, Foyer 

io. for Ward ¢ Sons, Loods ; Cordin @ Greener, for , Harro- 


{Reported by G, B, Ham ron, Barristerat-Law, | 








High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
CARRICK v. HANCOCK—20th and 21st November. 


Acrion—Forg1GN JUDGMENT—JUDGMENT AGAINST A Dgrenpant not Rest- 
DENT IN, NOR A Supsgct or, A Forsign Counrry—APPRARANCE UNDER 
PressurE—NATURAL JUSTICE. 


This was an action brought upon a foreign judgment. The case was 
tried before the Lord Chief Justice without a jury. The facts were 
admitted, but the defendant pleaded as a defence to the action that his 
appearance to the writ upon which the foreign judgment was obtained 
was made under the fear that he would be arrested if ne did not appear, 
and at atime when he was not domiciled or resident in the foreign 
country, and was not subject to the jurisdiction of its courts, and that a 
judgment obtained under such circumstances was contrary to natural 
justice, and ought not to be enforced in the English courts. The plaintiff 
was an Englishman domiciled in Sweden, and the defendant was an 
English merchant domiciled in England. During the temporary presence 
of the defendant within the jurisdiction of the municipal court of Gothen- 
burg the plaintiff served a writ upon the defendant, summoning him to 
that court. The defendant, after consulting counsel, and having learnt 
that, according to the Swedish law, the plaintiff could have him arrested 
if be attempted to leave the jurisdiction, entered an appearance to the 
writ. Though he did not himself remain in Sweden, through his solicitor 
he objected to the jurisdiction of the court. The objection having been 
overruled, he defended the action on its merits and put in a counter-claim. 
The result of the proceedings was the judgment, now sued on, for £900 
in favour of the plaintiff. For the defendant it was contended that a 
foreizn judgment would not be enforced in this country the process lead- 
ing to which was served on the defendant during a mere temporary 
presence of the defendant within the jurisdiction, no appearance having 
been entered by him. Jones v. Scottish Accident Insurance Co. (17 Q. B. VD. 
421), Schibsby v. Westenholz (L. R. 6 Q. B. 155), Sirdar Gurdyal Singh v. 
Rajah of Faridkote (1894, App. Cas. 670); and that the appearance in this 
case having been entered under protest and under pressure of law, did 
not affect the question. 

Lord Russett or Krttowen, C. J., gave judgment for the plaintiff. In 
the course of his judgment, he said that it was clear that jurisdiction was 
based on territorial dominion, and that all persons within the territory 
owed allegiance to the sovereign power. That allegiance involved the duty 
of obedience to the laws of the country and a submission to the of 
its courts. That duty was correlative to the protection which a person 
within the territory of a foreign power enjoyed. Both the duty of 
allegiance and the right to protection, « on the fact of 
being within the territory. And it wasinconceivable that the duty should 
be less strong because the person was only there for a week or perhaps a 
month. That ae the proceedings were properly commenced by 
service upon the endant while within the jurisdiction, and all the 
orgs we proceedings were valid whether the defendant was present or 
not. The court, therefore, had jurisdiction, on what principle then was 
the plaintiff to get his judgment enforced here? Effect was given to 
foreign judgments, as part of the comity of nations. 
sufficient ; for the comity of nations was 
The later view was that the ground on 
effect to foreign judgments was because 
legal obligation. Probably 
nations and to the creation of a ry tage om 
the present case for saying that the j t 

igati for i that it 
and that it was contrary to natural justice. 
unimportant to consider the third argument, 
jurisdiction it was wholly unprofitable to consider 
it enforced its process.—OounssL, Arthur Cohen, Q.C., and H. 
Atkinson ; Rodson, Q.C., and Reskill. 
(Reported by C. @. Wiusaanam, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re BASSETT, Ax porte LEWIS 75, Vaughan Williams, J., Srd Decem- 


Banxrvurrey—Costs—Sar-orr or Costs or Arrgal ro a Drerstoxar Count 
or THRE Quren’s Bancx Divrsron agaryst Costs oF AN APrsal Te TRE 
Drvrstonat Court rx BANKaRvrter. 

This was an application by Mr Lewis, the liquidator of Bassett & Oo. 
(Limited), for the payment out of court to him of £20 lodged as oe 
for the costs of an appeal to the Divisional Court in Rankraptey ; 
raised the important question as to whether the costs 
Divisional Court of the Queen's Bench Division can 
cosis of an a to the Divisional Court in 

in 


ay out a summons for misfeasance 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890, Mr. Bassett in the 
mingham, as a director of & Qo, (Limited), 
ful. Mr. Bassett to the Queen's Bench Division, where 


a bank: 
ith costs, Mr. Lewis subsequently presented a 


Court in I 

Bassett, Ky parte 
he had paid 

out te him; upon 
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the appeal to the Queen’s Bench Division, in which he had been success- 
fal; against the costs of the appeal to the Divisional Court in Bankruptcy, 
in which he had failed. 
Vaveuan Wiis, J., dismissed the application, stating that he was 
to be unable to t it, because, in his opinion, in the case before 
him, such a set-off would have been just and equitable between the parties. 
It was, however, clear that, up to the date of the passing of the Judicature 
Act, the costs of an appeal on the Chancery side could not have been set- 
off against the costs of an appeal onthe Bankruptcy side. The Judicature 
Act, however, had laid down no express provision altering the law in that 
respect. The rules which gave power toa taxing master to set-off costs 
related only to the Queen’s Bench Division. Therefore, as there was no 
express enactment or rule allowing a set-off in such a case as this, he had 
to consider whether there was anything in the fact that both of the judg- 
ments in question were judgments of Divisional Courts, which pointed to 
the conclusion that the set-off claimed in this case ought to be allowed. 
ing this fact into consideration, he had come to the conclusion that he 
ought not to allow the set-off. There were many and good reasons for 
keeping costs in Bankruptcy di-tinct from other costs. Proceedings in 
Bankruptcy were in themselves of a very special nature, and were taken 
against a person with the view of altering his status, and, in his opinion, 
the costs in such proceedings ought not to be set-off against, or deducted 
from, the costs in ordinary proceedings.—CounseL, Muir Mackenzie ; F.C. 
Willis. Soutcrrors, Harvey ¢ Capron ; F. Hatton. 
[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re DUENFORD, Ex parte DURNFORD—Vaughan Williams and Kennedy, 
JJ., 19th December. 


Banxkavrptcy—Discuarce Sunsect tu Conprrions—Banxkruptcy Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 28 (2). 

Appeal by the bankrupt from two orders of his Honour Judge Cadman 
in the County Court of Halifax. The bankrupt, who was then a solicitor 
in Halifax, was adjudicated a bankrupt ia 1885, with liabilities amounting 
to about £1,800; and obtained his discharge in the same year, subject to 
these conditions, that te should produce his accouuts every year to the 
official receiver: and that he should pay over to the official receiver, for 
the benefit of his creditors, any earnings and income over £200 a year, 
until all his creditors were paid in full The bankrupt, finding he was 
unable to get together any practice in Halifax, was compelled to take a 
situation as clerk to a solicitor in Tenby, where he remained until 1888, at 
asalary rising from £130 to £160 a year. He then obtained a similar 
sitnation at Tunstall at £200 a year, and remained there until 1893, when 
he came up to London and became clerk to a solicitor in London ata 
salary which now amounted to £330 a year. Upon his presenting his 
accounts for 1895, the official receiver made an application to the County 
Court at Halifax for an order directing the bankrupt to pay over the sur- 
plus over £200 a year; and the bankrupt made a cross application asking 
that the conditions attached to the order of discharge might be varied. 
The applications were heard together, and the judge ordered the bankrupt 
to pay over £17 to the official receiver, and declined to vary the order of 
discharge because it had been made by his predecessor, Judge Snagge. 
The bankrupt appealed against both orders. The official receiver, and a 
creditor, who appeared as respondents, after considerable discussion left 
the matter in the hands of the court. 


Vaveuax Writs, J.,dismissed the appeal as far as concerned the 
order to pay £17 to the official receiver, but gave the bankrupt three 
months within which to pay that sum, and allowed the appeal from the 
order refusing to vary the conditions attached to the discharge, removed 
the conditions altogether, and gave the bankrupt an absolutely free dis- 
charge. The costs of the official receiver and the creditor were directed 
to be paid out of the £20 deposited in court by the bankrupt as security 
for the costs of the appeal, the official receiver consenting to take £15 and 
let the creditor have the remaining £5. His lordship remarked, in giving 
judgment, that this was a case in which no one could fail to feel sympathy 
for the gallant efforte made by the bankrupt to earn a livelihood and 
regain his position, but unfortunately he had never been able to earn any 
considerable surplus over the limit imposed by the conditions of his 

. In such « case it was not to the interest of the State that the 
burden of such conditions should be imposed for a longer period than 
was essential to justice. The interest of the creditors must also be con- 
sidered, but taking into consideration the large amount of debts and the 
small probable amount of surplus, it appeared that they would benefit 
little by the continuance of the onerous conditions. Their pecuniary 
imterest, therefore, ought not, in this case, to prevent the court from 
making an order in the interest of the State and the public, which the 

had fairly earned by his conduct 

Kexsevr, J., concarred.—Covnser, Muir Mackenzie; Sutton ; Caneellor. 
Souscrrone, Lewis & Lewis ; Bolicitor to the Board of Trade ; Easton § Cargill. 

[Reported by P.M. Paaucun, Barrister-at-law.| 


LAW SOCIETIES, 


INCOKPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Brac, Gesena, Mersin. 
a A the remiution passed at the adjourned anoual general 
t held om the Lith of July, 1641, a pecial general meeting of the 


metalers A the whey wil be held im the ball of the society om Vriday, 
the Zit A January next, at 2 p.m. yrecily. 





Members who desire to move resolutions or to ask questions should gir 
notice of them to the secre on or before the 13th of January, agit 
will be necessary to include them in the notice convening the meeting. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Martin Ware, barrister, died on Monday, December 31, at the 
house of his brother, near Farnham, Surrey, four days after attaining the 
age of 77. So sudden and unexpected was his death that on Monday 
morning his clerk received a letter from him (written on the previous 
Saturday) saying that he should return to London on Monday, and, at the 
same time, there came a telegram from Mr. Ware’s son saying that his 
father had died on Monday morning. When Mr. Ware left town for the 
Christmas vacation he was apparently in his ordinary health and vigour, 
which was that of a man much younger than he really was. He has been 
well known for many years to the members of the Chancery bar as one of 
the reporters for the Law Reports in the Chaucery Division of the Court of 
Appeal, which office he has held from the foundation of the Law Reports, 
He discharged the duties of his office with the utmost care and diligence, 
and his reports were highly valued by the profession. Mr. Ware wa 
respected and beloved by his professional brethren, and especially by his 
fellow reporters, by whom his genial kindness and the help which he was ever 
ready to afford them will not soon be forgotten. He will be greatly missed 
by them. Mr. Ware was formerly Chancery editor of the Weekly Reporter, 
He graduated at Trinity College, Cambridge, in 1842, and was a contem- 
porary of the Right Honourable George Denman and the late Mr. Arthur 
Cayley. He was called to the bar in 1845.. He has left a widow and 
several children surviving him. One of his brothers is the Suffragan 
Bishop of Barrow. ; 


The death is announced, at the age of sixty-two, of Mr. Ricuaxp 
Szar.z, barrister. He was called to the bar in 1859, and at once devoted 
himself to the Probate and Divorce Court, then recently established. He 
was reporter in that court for the Law Reports from 1865 to 1878, and he 
obtained a large practice. In 1894 he was elected a bencher of the Middle 
Temple. 





APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. C. B. Stuart Wortiey, Q.C., M.P., has been made a member of 
the Privy Council 

Mr. Frepexick Cuaries Farran, Chief Justice of the High Court of 
Judicature, Bombay, has received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Lyrrteton Hotyoake Bayuery, late Puisne Judge of the High 
Court, Bombay, has received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Henry Perinc Pettew Crease, on retirement as Senior Puisne 
Judge of the Supreme Court of Justice in the Dominion of Canada, has 
received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Wiiuiam James Saurtru, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, Cyprur, 
has received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Joun Smotman Smrru, late Chief Justice of the Colony of Lagoe, hes 
received the honour of Knighthood. 


Dr. Rosert Anpexson, Assistant-Commissicner of the Metropolitan 
Police, has been made a Con.panion of the Bath. 


Mr. Joun Tuompson, solicitor, of the firm of Furniss, Son, & Thompson, 
of Sheffield, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Thomp- 
son was admitted in September, 1889. 


Mr. Parxnicx Cot, C.B., the Chief Crown Solicitor for Ireland, has re- 
ceived the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Horace Bannzert, solicitor, of the firm of Goldberg, Langdon, 
Barrett, & Newall, solicitors, of 2 and 3, West-street, Finsbury -cireus, 
E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths. 

Mr. Atrnep G. Pocock, solicitor, of No. 21, Crofton-road, Camberwell, 
London, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pocock was 
admitted in June, 1889. 

Mr. Groroe Drayton Exiiman, solicitor, of the firm of Dalston, Son, & 
Elliman, of 21, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury, London, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Elliman was admitted in January, 
1887. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
D1ssoLuTions. 


Feaxcis Lawsow and Freprnick Wiiiiam Coox, solicitors, 26, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row, London. Dec. 41, 


Hewny Kinwxiu, Henny Coogan Tomns, and Warren Hunny Kinwett, 
solicitors (Kinneir & Tombs), Swindon and Wootton Bassett. Dec. 3b 
fo far as regards the said Henry Coggan Tombs. The business will 
henceforth be carried on by the said Henry Kinneir and Walter Henry 
Kinneir under the style or firm of Kinneir & Oo. | Gazette, Dec, 31. 





GENERAL. 





Sir Henry Hawkins fiaished his dutios as Christmas Vacation judge om 


Jan. 4, 1896, 
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Tuesday, and was to leave town on Wednesday for the Continent, where 
he will pass the remainder of the vacation. 

It is stated that the post of chief clerk at the Bow-street Police Court, 
which Mr. Alexander vacated on Saturday after having occupied it for the 
past eighteen years, will be filled by Mr. Harry Cavendish, until now 
chief clerk at Olerkenwell Police-court. Mr. Oliver Wheeler, senior 
second clerk at Bow-street, will take Mr. Cavendish’s place at Clerken- 
well, while Mr. Gaskell, junior second clerk at Bow-street, replaces Mr. 
Wheeler. 

The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
winter assizes, viz. :—Midland Circuit, Hawkins and Mathew, JJ.; Home 
Circuit, Cave, J.; Western Circuit, Charles and Cave, JJ.; Oxford Circuit, 
Grantham and Wright, JJ. ; South Wales Circuit, Day, J.; North Wales 
Circuit, Bruce, J. ; South-Eastern Circuit, Wills, J.; Northern Circuit, 
Williams and Kennedy, JJ.; North-Eastern Circuit, Lawrance and 
Collins, JJ. The following are the commission days fixed for the winter 
assizes on the Western Circuit, viz :—Devizes, Saturday, January 11; 
Dorchester, Wednesday, January 15; Taunton, Saturday, January 18; 
Bodmin, Friday, January 24; Exeter, Wednesday, January 29; Winches- 
ter, Tuesday, February 4; Bristol, Tuesday, February 11. 

A suggestion has been made that the members of the Inns of Court 
chould establish a settlement or mission in one of the poor districts of Lon- 
don, within easy reach of the Inns of Court, which should be supported by 
members of the bar in the same way as settlements and missions are now 
worked by members of particular schools, colleges, or universities. 
Before taking definite steps to select a parish and collect the necessary 
funds to establish a mission, the promoters of the Inns of Court scheme 
are anxious to discover what measure of support they are likely to obtain 
from the members of the bar, in the form either of money or of personal 
help, and, if the answers to their enquiries are sufficiently encouraging to 
justify a start being made, then all those who have promised their support 
will be called together to decide on the form which the mission or settle- 
ment shall take and the place where it shall be established. The acting 
secretary of the provisional committee is Mr. C. E. Malden, of 2, Har- 
court-buildings, Temple. 

Mr. Atkinson (says the St. James’ Gazette) has {ust issued from the 
Animals’ Institute a pamphlet of stories about the famous fox-terrier 
(now no more) which accompanied Sir Henry Hawkins everywhere. For 
preface the pamphlet has a letter from Sir Henry about the dog :—‘‘ He 
was given to me asa very choice specimen of his breed of smooth-haired 
fox-terriers by my very dear friend the late Lord Falmouth. Asa mere 
puppy he very speedily won the affections of all those who had care of 
him, and became my constant companion, living with me, sleeping in my 
room, and travelling everywhere with me. He understood, I believe, all 
Isaid to him as though I spoke in his own language, which, not being 
accomplished enough to converse in, I, nevertheless, thoroughly under- 
stood. His intelligence, fidelity, gratitude, and truthfulness, coupled 
with an amiable and affectionate nature, never failed him. Many a weary 
hour has he cheered me more than I can tell you.”’ Jack ought to have 
been a wise dog, for he sat with his master on the bench on innumerable 
occasions, hidden under the desk and tied thereto. He was only known 
to forget himself once, and that was scarcely his fault. Sir Henry made 
a judicial joke so atrociously bad that Jack gave a bark of protest—not so 
much by way of censure of his master’s wit, but to reprove the sycophancy 
of the junior Bar, which laughed uproariously. The latest gloss upon 
this veracious story is that Sir Henry rose, winked to the usher, and in a 
voice of thunder called upon him to “‘remove that dog,” i 
further upon the iniquity of people who brought dogs into court. 


In the fourth annual report by the Board of Trade under section 29 of 
the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, just issued, Sir Courtenay Boyle 
says, with regard to the position of official receivers: ‘“‘ The practice of 
the department has now been embodied in an instruction which has been 
issued to official receivers. I hope this instruction will be found useful 
in preventing any difficulties or misunderstanding as to the practice of the 
Board of Trade and their officers. It has been issued after consultation 
with the judge of the High Court exercising jurisdiction in the winding 
up of companies, and with his concurrence, it being the desire of the 
department, in discharging the serious administrative responsibility 
imposed upon it by the Act, to do so in full co-operation with the court. 
It should, perhaps, be pointed out that the responsibilities devolving upon 
official receivers have been greatly increased by the judgments of the 
Court of — ae section 8 of the Winding-up Act, in so far 
as they require the official receiver to express his opinion that fraud has 
been committed, as a necessary preliminary to an order for a — 
examination of the directors or officers of a company. So long as it was 
possible to act on the view taken of the section, that it merely required 
that the court should be eatisfied by a report of facte that further investi- 
gation was necessary, in order to exercise its discretion as to ordering a 
public examination, the duty of the official receiver in reporting, and of 
the department in exercising a general supervision, with the view of pre- 
senting full information to the court, was comparatively simple. But if 
the present interpretation of the section is finally upheld, it may be neces- 
sary to consider how far it is desirable that opinions 
affect the character and position of individuals, who have 
tunity of explaining their conduct, should be publi on 
responsibility of official receivers before the examination takes place. 
Upon this point it would be promature at present to express any 
0 ion.’’ 


may 
had no oppor- 
the 


Business at the Auction Mart oommanced the with Mesars. H. BE 
Foster & Cranfield'’s Monthly Periodical Sale (No. 563) on Thureday last, 








when a total of £10,030 was realized 
Reversion to about £1,000 invested in 
£670; Absolute Reversion to one-half 
about £27,000, invested in Government 
Ground-rents, &c., life 72, sold for £7 
Economic, life 40, sold for £450; Life 
Scottish Amicable Society, sold together for £145 ; 
in Clerical, Medical, and General, 

The price last quoted was 46 per cent. beyond office surrender value. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—Tussvay, Dec. 24. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Lonrep rm CHancery. 

Girts’ Mistress. Liwrrep—Creditors ‘are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick J. 
Mortlock, 23, Cullum st, Fenchurch st Ss 

Pseumatic Skate Masuractuaixe Co, Liurrev—Creditors are required, on or before 

and addresses, 


Jan 31, to send their names 
to Mr. George William Thompson, 63, Temple row, Birmingham Jacques & Sons, 


pan: 
QueEn’s . . ere ps praeeet Dee 17, directed to be 
heard on Jan 15. Vaizey & Smith, 9, John st, row, agents for Lewis Morgan, 
Cardiff, solor for petner. Notice of appearing m reach Bot 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan M4 ¥ 
Rock Freexoup Laxp Socrety, Liurrep —All persons having any debts or claims due to 
them by the above society uired to duly prove the same in the pres form 
and the same with C. J. Stewart, senior official receiver and liquidator, on or 
before Jan 16. Rawlings & Butt, 2, Walbrook, solors for liquidator 
County Pavatixe or LascasTer. 
: Lonrep rx Cuaycerr. 
Paixces (Biackpoot), Lumrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 19, directed to be 
aS the Cook st, Liverpool, at 11 on Tuesday, Jan 7 John H. 
Boardman, 41, John Dalton st, Manchester. solor to petners Notice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Monday, Jan 6 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Hoop Society, Star 
Provipent Society, Wheatsheaf Inn, . Dec Is 

Sick anp Buatat Society, St Thomas’s Church Sunday-echool, Werneth, Oldham, Lan 
caster Dec 18 

London Gaszetie.—Turspay, Dec. 31. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lonrsp m Caaycerr. 
Hey Srixxise Co, Luarrap—Creditors are required, on or before Feb S, to send in their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to the liquidators of the 
y, Sun Hill Mill, Lees, mr Oldham 4H. Booth, Oldham, solor for liquidator 


compan 
Mostey & Co, Liurren—Creditors are required, oa or before Jan 31, to names 
and ad: particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Loxley, City chbes, 


and 
Wood st, Wakefield . 
Worcester Give, Size, ayp Tattow Masvractvaise Co, Lrerrep—Creditors are re- 
} pda 24, to send their aames of their 
ebts or claims, to Alfred Ri Bark Hill, Bewdley. Dobbs & Hill, Worcester, 
solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Wurre Harr Lopes 8 of the British Order of Foresters Society, New Forest Unity, 
White Hart Inn, Pennington, Lymington, Southamptea. Dec 15 








WARNING TO INTENDING + vey a axp Lassags.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have itary Arrangements 
Examined by an Spat Sars a ee ena 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Avvr.] 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Dar or Coam. 
Lendon Gasette.—Farvat, Deo. 2. 
Greson, Frawcis Bury, Wells, Somerset Jan 16 Clarkeon v Plant, Kebewieh, J 
Howaars, Gronos, Radehitfe, Lancaster Jan 1¢ Kay v Pothergill, Registrar, Man- 
chester Pilling, Heywood 
Leadon Gazette.—Tosemart, Deo. . 
Goemna, Benner Goccen, Sem Sees. sy Hill Brothers v Hamphrers 
i »c i . Beyfus, Linooln fields 
Darr, Coen, Leake, AR, 2 Treiand v Daft, Chitty, J Jedd, Boston 
~~ we OW Thernville, York Jan 31 Darley v Hodgson, North, J Jelfery, 
Loos, Janne, Tegaten, Guat, Gieiieel Dispenser Jan @) Lagg + Ash, Chitty, J 
Sreep, Snrroy See, Sane Jan 2 Buxton + Howard, Chitty, J 
Svcxuive, Rev Macrrcr Sweurox, Beooles, Saffalk Jan ® Young v Stokes, Chitty, J 
Cripps, Tunbridge Wells 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF Cuan. 
London Garette.—Paroay, Deo. 2. 

Brax, Wrutiam, Chinkiang, Qhina, Merchant FebS Harwood & Stephenson, Lombard 
Berrvey, Thomas Rowonn, Nottingham, Geat Jan 31 Bkiag, Nottingham 

Baaxvox, Paapnaicx Maxasean, Bastoheap Ditga, Merchant Pedi Davis, New Broad 


atreet 
Broavwunst, Tomas, Ashley, Stafford, Gent Jan 1 Sproston, Newoastle 
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Cotums, Joux, Winchmore Hill, Edmonton, Gent Jani7 F J & G Braikenridge, 
Bartlett’s bl 


Corrox, Ex1san, Hanley, Stafford, Manufacturer Jan 31 Challinors, Hanley 
Cautrwett, Anna Exizasers, Bath Jan15 Hunt & Co, Nottingham 
Daguey, Exiza Harrier, Huddersfield Jan 31 Brook & Co, Huddersfield 


Dexrwistox, Rev James Macuituay, Kingston, Jamaica, West Indies,"Minister Jan 25 
Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq, E C 
Exsz, Jouns, Matlock, Derby, Auctioneer Dec 31 Potter, Matlock Bridge 


Ext, Cuagves Henry, Gibson sq, Islington, Gent Jan 22 Bolton & Mote, Gray’s ian 


sq, EC 
Paver, ALrneD, Wilmslow, Chester, Gent Jan20 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 
Farer, Mary Acyes, Chatteris, I of Ely Jan 31 Jackson, Wisbech 
Fryer, Joun Ricnarpson, Chatteris, lof Ely Jan 31 Jackson, Wisbech 


Gaurrs, Water Feevericx, New Cross, Wine Merchants’ Agent Jan 31 Sparks & 
Blake, Crewkerne 
Garratt, Avice Jaxz, Nottingham Jan31 Eking, Nottingham 


Gress, Canotine Axx, Maida Vale Febi1 Brighton & Lemon, Fenchurch st 

Heaxrv, Epwarp, Westbourne Park, Physician Jan19 Lewis, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Hicks, Rosert, Hursley, Southampton, Innkeeper Jan18 Snelling, Winchester 

Hort, Cuaries, New Swindon, Wilts Feb1 Townsend & Jones, Swindon 

Joprett, Ewuy Vertue Janz Cuurcuitt, Belgrave rd, Pimlico Febi Collings & Co, 


st 
Joys, Huen, Newport, Salop, Storekeeper Jan 31 Heane, Newport 
Lisyzit, Mantua, Hunstanton St Edmunds, Norfolk Jan 31 Partridge & Co, King’s 


a... a Derby, Butcher Feb1 Powell, Derby 

Muareprrna, Joux Price, Gloucester, Hotel Keeper Jan4 Franklin, Gloucester 

Nouwx, Wiriua™ Travis, Langford, Essex, Gent Feb 8 Bird, Maldon 

Opztt, Faxxy, Leighton Buzzard Jan24 Newton, Leighton Buzzard 

Porrer, Dasizt, Cleveland sq, Esq Feb1 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 

Rexssaw, Racuet, Wilford, Nottingham Jan 31 Eking, Nottingham 

Sauspers, Wiix14M, Southend, Gent Feb25 Champion & Henderson, Whitechapel rd 
Suextetos, Caartotre Aysyiz, Ryde, lof W Janis Lush, Southsea 

Suorrer, Wiii1aM, Naccolt, Kent, Farmer Jan7 Kingsford & Drake, Ashford 
Suatt, Witiiam Hsyey, Small Heath, Birmingham, Manufacturer Dec 31 Small, 


Small Heath 
ome Butcher, and Mary Surrn, Midgley, Halifax Jan 17 Shaw, Hebden 
Srepuessos, Sir Rowiaxp Macpoyatp, Tunbridge Wells, Knight Feb 8 Harwood & 


. Lombard st, 
Srocxnam, Joux, Exeter, Cork Merchant Janis Friend & Beal, Exeter 
Srocxs, % 7 Rutland gate, Hyde Pk, Major Feb 29 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury 
sq, W 
Sroxzy, Joux rene, Ashton under Lyne, Esq Feb 2 Darnton & Bottomley, 
Ashton under Lyne 
Scerzes, Heszy Eowarp, Durham, Esq Jan 24 Jennings, Bishop Auckland 


Tarrze, Witiism Hewey, Fulham Bridge Tavern, Brompton rd, Licensed Victualler 
Routh & Co, Southampton st, Blooms 
Tuomas, Jayz, Fishponds, Surbiton Jan 16 Geare & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Tuoursos, ALrzep Tappr, Gloucester terrace, Hyde Pk, Esq Feb 13 Burgoynes & Co, 


Oxford st 
Wanise, Ayxa, Cavendish, Suffolk Jani3 Fisher & Steed, Long Melford 
Wess, Eowazp, Byram House, Clapham Common, Gent Jan 31 Hubbard & Co, Cannon 
Wesros Eowarp, Harborne, Stafford, Gent Jan20 Baker, Birmingham 
Woon, Hzxer, Deal, Kent Janis Wilks (jun), Deal 
Woons, Fezprzicx, Milner st Janis HJ & T Child, Paul’s Bakehouse court, Doctor’s 
Commons 
London Gazetie.—Tvespar, Dec. 24. 
Aveahax, Rovzet Pervexicx, Stoke upon Trent, Artist Jan 20 Fifield Holtom, Stoke 


upon 
Basen, Ass, Wrestlingworth, Bedford Jan 31 Letts Brothers, Bartlett’s bldgs 
Baces a Pazvrnic«, South Norwood, Florist Jan 31 Carr & Martin, Great 
ower 


, Huszr, Weston super Mare, Esq, JP Jan3i AG & N G Heaven, Bristol 
Bozzavats, Marruzw, Jarrow, Durham, General Deal Feb 14 Stobo & Livi 
A ™, er e! Livingston, 


upon Tyne 
Bonagszs, Cuzistiax Mazeytivs, Kingston upon Hull, Shipbroker Jan 25 Underwood, 


Bocexer, Asgt, Ashton under Lyne Jan 15 Clayton & Son, Ashton under Lyne 


a, Srias ently ns Snow Hil! He i on Whol C 
=e cleo, Ba ‘) ~y olesale Chemists 
duit te, Chasch st, Greenwich Jan 21 Seaiow' a Greenwich 


Cremests, Apnanam, Framlingham, Saffolk, Innholder Jan 21 Ling, Framlingham 
Cooxz, Hexzr, Cariton, Snaith, York, Parmer Feb 1 Clark, Snaith, Yorks 

Cower, Roseat, Sunderiand, Master Mariner Jan 14 Burnicle, Sunderland 

Davis, Maar Axs, Small Heath, Birmingham Feb1 Wright, Birmingham 

Dereer, — Pasvrsicn, Brighton, Ye, Jan 2% Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, 


Dicatsson, Booms, Capernwray, nr Carnforth, Lancs July1 Muckalt, Lancaster 

Dorsos, Weim, Oakwood, Bathwick, Somerset, aq Janz7 FIJ&GI Braikenridge, 

Dexscer, Maser, Lanes, Brewer Feb4 Bradbury, Bolton 

Pros. snare, ti Bishops Storttord, Herts, Haq Feb 4 Neish & Co, Wat- 

Hit, Corower Cuanias, Birmingham Feb 5 Morten & Co, Newgate at 

Haxewst, Locr, Inverness ter, Bayewater Jan 31 Wigston, College hill 

Hanoneaven, Written Batsencn, Liverpool Jan Zl Ayrton & Co, Liverpool 

Hicas, Joux Pow sn, Pomel rd, Maida Hill, Barrister j 
pa yh i at law Jan 1 teadding & 

sccm Sonus Ravuonn, Cheltenham, Glos, Tronkmak March 14 Bruce Billings, 

Hist, Cucecas, Hoathiey, tassex, Ya, IP Febs Lewin & Co, Bouthampton st, Strand 

Hosen, Jous, bratieid, York, Varmer Jan 71 Smith & Co, Gheffield 

Bosontsen, Janus, Tarvin, Chester,Gent Veb% Varrar & Oo, Manchester 

Hosni, Geonon, Newport, Mom Ves Uewdlyn & Moore, Newport, Mon 

Bow, Cusstorre, Buxton, Derby Feb Kobineon & Shethield, Beverley 














Lawrence, Heyry, Clifton, Bristol, Surgeon Jan25 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 

Maven, Lavra Evizazetu, Gloria Lodge, Tulse Hill Jan 23 Blunt & Co, Gresham s, 
McIntyre, Janz Anyz, Gt Ormond st, Bloomsbury Jan31 Neish & Co, Watling st, Eg 
Spateg, eee, Malvern, Worcester Jan 20 Nisbet, Daw, & Nisbet, Lincoln’s-ing. 


e 
O.ocorn, Stepuen, Ribchester, Lancs Jan 20 Rennison, Blackburn 

Orton, GzorGe, Nottingham, Woollen Draper, Feb 7 Eking, Nottingham 
Ovuruwalte, Fanny, Heworth, York, Feb4 Bannister Dent, York 


Fatt, Oe Epwarp Joun Dean, St George’s pl, Hyde pk, Feb 8 Hughes & Song 

‘ord st, W. 

Poo., Henry CHARLES, Plymouth, Pay-master in Royal Navy, Jan 25 Bond Pearce & 
Bickle, Plymouth 

Poot, Janez CLARKE, Plymouth, 25 Jan Bond Pearce & Bickle, Plymouth 


Reynotps, Davin, Exeter, Builder Janis Jerman & Thomas, Exeter 
Ruopes, STerHen CritTENDEN, Central Meat Market Feb4 Pearce & Sons, Giltspur st 


re, a aguas Puitemon, Thorpe le Soken, Essex Jan 31 Marshall & Potter, 
Colchester 
Sampson, Mary Matitpa, Plymouth Jan 25 Bond & Co, Plymouth 


Scaire, ALrreD Georce, Margate, Kent, Builder Jan 26 Thomsons & Co, Cornhill 


Goveems, © Tuomas, Aspenlea rd, Hammersmith Feb 7 Hoyle, Parliament mansions, 
ria st 
SmirH, Sone eal Woodbridge, Suffolk Jani11 Brooke &Son, Woodbridge 


Sxowpoy, Henry, Thorpe, Norwich, Gent Feb1 Tillett & Co, Norwich 
Tanner, Mary Buizarp, Chippenham, Wilts Feb14 Keary & Stokes, Chippenham 
ques, 3 en North st, Wandsworth Jan 31 Smith & Ellis, Gt James st, Bedford 


Shiven. ey Birmingham, Tinner Jan 28 Baker, Birmingham 
Vaueuan, Wiii1am Eomunp, Cardiff Feb1 Belcher, Cardiff 
Waxeine, Henry, Navestock, Essex, Blacksmith Jan22 EF &H Landon, New Broad 


Wenn’ Witu1am, Moseley, Worcs, Gent Jani4 Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 
We ts, Joysz, Heacham, Norfolk Jan31 Sadler, King’s Lynn 

Wetts, Rosert, Heacham, Norfolk, Gent Jan31 Sadler, King’s Lynn 
Waicat, Exizanetu, Leigh, Lancs Jan 28 Dootson, Leigh 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 27. 
Avsert, Eten, Lower Claptonrd Feb1 Lewin & Co, King st, Whitehall, SW 
Rasenmes, Gavass Epwakp Bit.ina, Pisagua, Chili May 1 Roope & Co, King’s Arms 


y 
Canxoy, Ronan, Portman mansions, Baker st, Captain Feb 3 Burch & Co, Spring 


grdns, 8 W f ; 

Coates, Joux, Hythe, Kent, Brigade Surgeon Jan4 G&GS Wilks, Hythe 

Frau ee, — Fe may gy Apanrade, Germany, Captain of the barque 
“ Marie” Feb4 i ders & Higes, Mincing lane 

GILLoy, all ag Graces rd, Camberwell, Marine Surveyor Jan 25 Forbes, 
Queen st, Cheapside 

GLoveER, Sertimys ScRuTTOS, Fairmead rd, Holloway Jan 31 Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Hume, Rev Cuar.es, Debach Rectory, Suffolk Feb 24 Adams Beck, Ironmongers’ Hall 

Jouns, Jang, Plymouth Jan15 Prance & Prance, Plymouth 

Lu«rs, Atice GerrrupE, Boscombe Feb 29 Whitakers & Woolbert, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Mavpox, Josern Grorce, Radyr, Glam, Auctioneer Jan 31 Morgan & Scott, Cardiff 

Parrersonx, WILLIAM ARCHIBALD, Nottingham, Esq Feb1 Parr & Butlin, Nottingham 


Poysoysy, onus the Rt Hon Sir Henry Frepericx, Norman Tower, Windsor Jan 24 
Leman & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


SKINNER, Siccianse Boughton Monchelsea, Kent Jan 30 Hoar & Co, Maidstone 
Sxivwer, Tomas Ranpaux, Covent Garden Market, Fruit Salesman Jan 30 Hoar & 
Co, Maidstone 


Si ADE, Sorpnia, Maidstone Feb9 Ellis, Maidstone 
Sreaker, Frepertc Witi1aM, Holmleigh, Croydon, Esq Jan 31 Shepheards, Finsbury 


circus 

Syxes, Sornia, Nottingham Febi1 Parr & Butlin, Nottingham 

Wacurter, Wituetm Von, Munich, Bavaria Feb 4 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury 
circus 

Wessrer, Exvizapern, New Barnet, Herts Feb 25 Thompson & Groom, Raymond 
bldgs, Gray’s inn 

London Gazette.—Tunsvay, Dec. 31. 

Batis, p estas, Limes avenue, New Southgate Jan 3) R Miller & Co, St Stephen's 
chmb 

Benton, ay Hewnry, Littleport, I of E,Cambridge Jan 31 Ginn & Matthew, Cam- 

Boarp, io Ayx, Burnham, Somerset Feb11 Board, Burnham 


Bore ~~ Joux, Pepys rd, New Cross, Commercial Traveller Jan 31 Foy & Co, Clif- 

sinn 

Carrcuiey, Untan Gopsrit, Burleigh house, Minchinhampton, Glos, Pin Manufacturer 
Jan 31 Richards, Wardrobe chmbrs, Doctors’ commons 

Dore, Louisa, Grange, ‘Upper Clapton Feb15 Hurford & Taylor, Bedford row 


Fuxeer, Jans Towm.ey, Alexander st, Bayswater, W Feb 1 Rogers, Victoria 
at, 


Hevsuan, Rosent, Vartry rd, Tottenham, Solicitor Febi4 Algar, Abchurch lane 
cme, Exizavera, BSandle Bridge, Warford, Chester Jan 5 Roweliffe, Alderley 


Lassusaky. Sanan, Liverpool Feb 1 Bellringer & Cunliffe, Liverpool 

McCanz, Hvon, Finchley rd, 8t John’s Wood, Silk Agent Feb1 Hastings, Macclesfield 
Owns, Huon, Liverpool,Gent Feb 7 Lioyd, Liverpool m~ 

Parruio, Wiit41am, Aynho, Northampton Feb 1 Barnes, Brackley, Northants 
Ratsrnicx, Gronon, Idle, York, Manufacturer Feb 14 Mumford & Co, Bradford 
Reape, Geonon, Kirkland, Kendal, Westmoreland Jan 41 Uartmel, Kendal 

Sxinuwn, Kxizaneru, Boughton, Monchelsea, Kent Jan 90 Hoar & Co, Maidstone 
Sxiawen, Tuomas Rawvatt, Covent Garden Market, Fruit Salesman Jan 90 Hoar & Co, 


Torr, Joun, Yordington, Dorset, Yeoman Jan 31 Andrews & Co, Dorchester 
Witson, Gronoe Henny, Kast Ham, Kesox, Manufacturer Feb 21 Tyler, Gracechurch 


iJ 
Witson, Rises, it John’s grdns, Notting Hill Feb 21 Tyler, Gracechurch bldgs 
Woon, Kiiza, Bath Fob il Ohesterman, Bath 





Jan. 4. 
—— 
BAI 


io 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ARCHE ag yey Landscape Gardener Lewes 
Pet 

BaRNETT, jh South st, Finsbury, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Dec 20 Ord Dee 20 


Brvay, —— Melincrythan, Glam, Haulier Neath Pet 
Dec 19 Ord Dee 19 

Brextx, WitL1amM, Chedworth, Glos, Farmer Cheltenham 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

BLACKBURN, JOSIAH, and" Tuomas Davenrort, Halifax, 
Slaters Halifax Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 19 

BiacRane, Grorciana, Caleot, Berks, Spinster Reading 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec Dec 20 

Brooxinc, ArTHuR, Caversham, Oxon, Gent Reading 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 20 

Butmer, Witt1aM, Newcastle on Fy ey Plumber New- 
eastleon Tyne Pet Dec 21 Ord 

CHEXFIELD, ALBERT THomAs, euch rd East, Beer 
Retailer High Court Pct Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

Coox, Davip, Gainsborough, Hairdresser 
Dec18 Ord Dec 18 

Corperoy, Danie Witiiam, Gt St Helen’s, E C, Clerk 
High Court Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

Epwagps, Tuomas, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet Dec 19 
Ord Dec 19 


Fietp, Jane, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker Birmingham 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 . 

Freeman, WALTER, Swallowfield, Berks, Baker Reading 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 


Giaissy, Witt1am Punpersox, York, Bookseller York 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

Grimes, Samuet Leonarp, Kilburn, Timber Agent High 
Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Dec 20 

GwYTHER, ee” ener Haulier Newport, Mon 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1) 

HagGREAVES, y ne Sen son, Manningham, Bradford, 

Yorks, Tailor Bradford Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

Heppitcu, Cuarves Joun, Dorsetshire, Dairyman Dor- 
chester Dec 20 

Hicxson, Grorce Witu1am, Bottesford, Leics, Solicitor 
No a Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 20 

mo ARK, and Frank em, Seotien. Plumbers 

ton Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 1 

Jacon Piasas, Holt, Painter Norwich Pet Dec20 Ord 

Pot ,* ARD mn, ipbery, Berks, Builder 
Newbury Pet Dec 19 

Jostin, Harry Jouy, Rageley, Stackport, Boot Dealer 
Manchester Pet Dec 20 Ord Dee 20 

Kina, Joun Hupson, Gosforth, Couette Agent New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1 

Kwient, Grorar, — nr Halifax, inn Halifax 
Pet Dec 19 Dec 1 


Ley, yang ar, =| st, Po lar, Shipwright High Court 
Pet Dec 2 rd Dec ve ile 
am The, *alifar Musicseller Halifax Pet Dec 20 Ord 
20 
Northumberland 
Cardiff 


Mires, Atpert Jonyx, Grand Hotel, 
avenue High Court Pet Oct 11 21 

Morean, Tuomas, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Grocer 
Pet Dec : Dec 20 

Norman, Freperick Cuarves, South Shields, oo Eager 
Newcastle on e Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 

Partoxy, Henry Rayoer, Roath, Cardiff, SES 

Agent Cardiff Ord Dec 20 Pet 0 

wy * eee Freperick, Little Bowden, Northampton, 

Merchant Leicester Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 

Neb. oy Louis Wim, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Dec 

18 Ord Dec 18 


Sampson, James, Hereford, Hardware Merchant Hereford 
Pet 9 Ord Dec 20 
Saunpers, CoaRues Tee Gt Malvern, Worcs, Tailor 
Worcester Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 
Sueuiey, Cuartes, Brighton, Accountant Brighton Pet 
20 Ord Dec 20 


Taomas, Bevan Hau, Cadoxton juxta, Neath, Glam, —_ 
ufacturer Neath Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 1 

Usuzrwoop, Eemonr Avaustus, Heigham, Norwich, 
Photographer Norwich Pet Dec 21 Ord Dee 21 

Wairwaignt, Wituiam Water, Cranwich “ Stamford 
Hill High Court Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 2 

Wa ron, Isrart, Helmshore, son Yarn } Black- 
burn Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 

Wansnonoven, Frep, Whitehureh, Siang, Saddler 
Salisbury Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 

ie Joun ~~ ame, Milk ice, Leicester Pet 


Weis, Aurrep, Brighton Brighton Pet Dee 4 Ord 
Dec 19 


Wrst, Henry, Gt —. Furniture Dealer Gt Gnmsby 
Nov 14 Ord Deo 
Wars Snomgs Wit — “Woat A Mastiepedt, Draper Sun- 
der! Pet Dec 17 Ord Deo 17 
Cane 38, Samu, Oldham, | Bricksetter Oldham 
Pet Dec18 Ord Deo 1 18 
Witxinson, Joux Tunnarp, Branstoa Fen, Lines, Farmer 
coln Pet Deols8 Ord Deo 18 
Woopoocs Rosert Reotwaip, Ripon, Yorks, Coal Agent 
orthallarton Pet Deo7 Ord Deo 20 
ae Cuantxs 0, Oanace st, Merchant High Court 
Pet Nov 2% Ord ‘Deo 
Amended Notice ha oe for that published in the Lon- 


don Gazette of the 12th April : 
Bkevre.orny, Tuomas, Bicester, Oxford, Chemiat Oxford 
6 Ord April 6 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the Lon- 
ease.0 don ‘Houthe of \F } 18th Deo e 
MARLOTTS, . a , 
Sey re, Bow uthsea y overnoss, Portsmou 


FIRST MEBTINGS, 





Avpninan, Mania Jann, Balham, Court Dressmaker Jan | 
#at12 Bankruptoy bldga, Carey at i 


Auieysy, Samvet, Burnley, Lancs, Journeyman Cabinet 
Maker Jan 9 at 2.90 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, 

AppLeyarD, JoserH Henry, Leeds, Carting Agent Jan 1 
at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

ArmstronG, Atrezp Erxest, Aston juxta Birmingham 
Jan9at12 23, Colmore row, 

Barnes, Grorce James, Blackburn, Draper Jan 8 at 2 
( ounty Court House, Blackburn 

Bannister, Mary, ws Lanes Jan 9 at 1.30 Exchange 


Hotel, Nicholas 
i J, Madenhend Dec 31 at 12 Off Rec, 
chmbrs, Temple avenue 


Rene = Gt Lancs, Weaver Jan 8 at 2.30 
— House, Blackburn 
eae oun, Thurnham, nr Lanes, Farmer Jan 17 at 


Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, 

a. 4. Jostan, and Tuomas Davenport, Halifax, 

—— Jan 4 at 11.30 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
ax 

Bort, Epmuyp Pater, Beckenham rd, Penge, Hatter 
Jan 2 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Coox, Davip, Gainsborough, Lincs, Hairdresser Dec 31 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Dayig1, he, Blaenavon, Mon, Grocer Dec 31 at 12 
65, h st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Danie, ames Wuiteman, Chelsea Janil atil Bank- 


Tu: bidgs, Carey st 
yer ee 5 Jan 2 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park 


Donerty, Mark, 
row, 
wate | Goronway Owen, Soatows, Mon, Grocer Dec 
31 at1.30 Off Rec, Liani 
Exot, Eanest, Maidenhead, Berks, Gent Dec 31 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple —> 
Ets, Witue HeRBert, d rd, es, Boot 
Dealer Jan lat 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
— Tuomas, Armley, Leeds, Commission Agent Jaa 
6 at12 Off Rec, 22, k row, 
Fev.icer, THEeopore Wituas Hewry, Leonard st, Finsbury 
Picture Frame eames ‘Jan 2 ati2 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey 
Foster, J, heuetnny oh, ‘Finchley rd, Journalist Jan 3 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
GuaisBy, WILLIAM Punperson, Spurriergate, York, Book- 
seller Jan3at 2.30 Harker’s York Hotel, St Helen’s 


sq, York 
Graves, gs Cardiff, Greengrocer Jan 8 atll Off 


, 29, Queen s' st, Cardiff 
Grunpy, Harry, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Farmer Jan 1 at3 
65, h erthyr Tydtil 


Harpy, nee Buss, Artist Jan3atll Bank- 
ruptecy bidgs, Curey st 

HanGKEAVES, Ricuarp Txompsox, Bradford, Tailor Jan 
7at1l1 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradfo: rd 

Harzis, Lge Dowlais, Glam, Furniture Dealer Jan 1 at 
1 High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Sameaane Wii Tuowad, 5 Shrewsbury, Machinist 
Dec 31 at 1 Off Rec, Liani: 
Horroy, Susannau, Ath Warwickshire, Licensed 
Victualler Jan 8at11 23, Colmore row , Birming 
Jerrreys, WaLter Herpert, Jermyn at Dee 31 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jounson, Wittiam Epwarp, Leeds, Furniture Dealer’s 

Assistant Jan2at1l Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Jongs, Jonn Bensamin, Caerau, nr Maesteg, Glam, Grocer 
Jan7atll Off Ree, 29, Queen st, 

Kap ay, Josepu, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer Jan 2 

at ll Bankruptey bl Sp ntnge: Be 

Kay, Henrpert, e, Lanes, UOuttitter Jan 9 at 3.30 
Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Kiya, Josern Eomunp Suerrarp, Finsbury cireus, E.C., 
Solicitor Jan iat12 Bankruptcy bigs, Carey st 

Kwient, Grorer, Rastrick, nr ax, Farmer Jan 4 at 
11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Lea, James, Solihull, Warwickshire, Draper Jan7 at 11 
23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Luss, Ex, Halifax, Musicseller Jan 4 at 12 Off Rec, 
Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 





Mitier, Mary Paine, Southsh Blackpool, Tobac- 
conist Jan 17 at3 Off Rec, 14, C st, Preston 
Mo.opey, Cuaries, New Swindon, Wilts, “| Labourer 


ee ae Henry C Tombs, Off Rec, 32, High st, 
Swindon 
Paar, Groner Epwarp, Astonon Trent, Baker Dec 31 at 
12.30 Off Reo, 40, St "s gate, Derby 
Penton, Groner, Salisbury, ercial Traveller Jan 3 
atl’ Off Ree Salisbury 
Pickert, Josxra, Hamunersmith, Bottle Merchant Jan 1 
y bldgs, Carey st 
Prouproot, Reussy, p em y, ee | Carter Jan 9 at 2 
Hotei, Nicholas st, Burn) *y 
Pven, ~*-% Bridgend, Glam, Haulier Jan 7 at 11.30 Off 
29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Saunpens, Cuariss Feaepsricx, Gt Malvern, Worcester- 
Tailor Jan Sat 11.30 Off Reo, 45, Copenhagen 


st, Worcester 
Scort, ae, Bradford, Yorks, ion Jan lat li 
Otf Reo, 31, Manor row, Bradford 


nv, | a en Owrn, St Paul's ni, Licensed 
Victualier Janlatll Bank vay Se st 
Srorr, Joun Damaine, Leeds, Reg oieat Jan 6 at Ul 


Ott Reo, 22, Park row, 
Tiravs, Wintiam Bowunp, Ladywood, 
Buider Jan 9atll 23, Col 





Birmingham, Job- 
~ row, Birming 





Toriis, James, Cromford, am oy Grocer Dee 31 at 
12 Off Reo, 40, St Mary’ ‘8 ego. ea, In 
a, Mark, Urpington, Tan ree Jan 2 at 
12.30 4, Bosch cneen 
Unarn, Wintsan Fanvemion, x, Gt 
Baker a Haakrantey | wry st 
Wage, 2 ne a oye 
an Xolmore row, Birmingham 
Wan Anvrew, — burn, Draper Jan S$ at 3 County 
Wii xineon Se Towrnanp, Branston Fen, Lincs, Farmer 
Jan 9 at 12 Off Reo, 81, Silver st, Lincoln 
Wriant, Bowarp Jacqurs, Pem Pembroke- 
Stavoner 
Carmarthen 





broke Dock, 
Deo Slat LL Off Reo, 4, Queen st, 
i 


Yzo, Pur, Cardiff, Tailor Jan 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, 
Queen st, Cardiff 


Aviss, Rozgrt, Putnev 
. Pet 5 21 Ord Dec 21 , 
aRBNETT, Apranam, Compton terrace, Highbury, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Dec20 Ord Dec 20 
Berxetey, Reorsatp Hersert Evsrace, Brook green, 
Hammersmith, Clerk High Pet Oct 26 Ord 


Dec 21 
a. ye ~ Melincrythan, Glam, Haulier Neath Pet 
9 Ord Dec 19 


Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Dec 20 
Rurss, Cuaries on. Reading, Outfitter 
Pet Oct Yaa Dee 17 
Carter, JEREMIAH, ees, Staffs, Builder Stafford Pet 
Nov5 Ord Dec 19 
Cuapmax, CuHaries, St Leonards on Sea, Dairyman 
i Pet Dec 16 Ord Dee 20 
Coox, Davin, Hairdresser Lincoln Pet 
D. aa hema Gee Lennox gdns, Chelsea High 
ANIELL, JaMEs WHITEMAX, 
Court Pet 29 Ord Dec 18 


Oct 

Dark, Ricnarp a Lew, Bampton, Oxford, Farmer 
Oxford Pet Dec10 Ord ‘Dee 19 

Dossox, Atsert Epwarp, and Samvet Hewry Carrick 

BSON, Derby, Lace Manufacturers Derby 

Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 20 

Epwarps, THomas, Cathays, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet 
Dec 19 Ord Dee 19 

Every, Frank, 


Court 
Gi Mary Srayistaus, Hawke rd, 1 
Ua mast High Gout’ Pet Dec i?’ Ord Dee 20 

Guaissy, Wituram Pcypersox, York, Bookseller York 
Pet Dec 18 Ord 19 

Gray, Mortimer Taomas, Woodville 4, Petenh, Rice 
Broker High Court Pet Dee 16 Dee 20 

Geirritas, Sauver Luoyrp, — wn) Denbighshire, 
Butcher Wrexham Pet Nov 20 Dee 16 

Gwyrner, Atrrev, N Mon, Haulier Newport, 
Mon Pet Dec 19 Dec20 

Harpy, Tuomas Bus, Chelsea, Artist High Court Pet 
Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 

Harceraves, Ricuarp Tuomupsox, Bradford, Yorks, Tailor 
Bradford Pet Dec 20 Ord Dee 20 

Hepprrcs, yw — Dorset, Dairyman Dorchester 


Pet Dec 
Heerwiee bicainghem ea Me ner 
‘ov 
Hows, Tuomas Hestors, Badge row Hiek < Court Pet 
Nov 14 Dee 18 
Jacos, Wituiam, Holt, Norfolk, Painter Norwich Pit 
Dec19 Ord Dee 20 


Jounstox, Jou~x Berry, Liverpool, Hotel Proprietu 
Li 3 Ord Dee 20 
Joss, y Joux, Edgeley, Stockport, Boot Dealerr 
20 ng} oT 


Kixc, Jonxy Hvpsox, Gosforth, Northmbrid, Commission 
it Newcastle on Tyne Pet Dee 19 Ord Dee 19 
Kear, aoa, Dee. ar Farmer Halifax 
Pet Dee Dee 19 
in Halifax, Musicseller, Halifax Pet Dec 3) Oni 
2 


Macxeyzis, Jons Cotvits ALexanper Gavixarp, Queens- 
borough trree, Hyde Pk High Court Pet Nov 14 Food 


Mitier, Barxert, High st, ha. S Boot Manufacturer 
Court Pet Nov 12 
Moopy, Joux, and Taomas Aarer ace, Lea Bridge 
— , Clapton, Drapers High Court Pet Nov23 Ord 
1s 
Moreax, Tuomas, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dee 20 f 
Noamay, Farpsrick Cuares, South T 
on 21 Ord Dee 21 
Parkes, ALBERT 


Tailor Leeds Pet Dec 


Saynprweit, Joux, Welshpool, Montgomery, Accountant 
Newtown Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 16 
Malvern, Tailor 


Savyoers, Cuantes Farprarcs, 
Worcester Pet Dee 21 Ord Dee 21 
Accountant Brighton Pet 
» Boot Manufac- 


Heigham, Norwich, 


Usurawoon, Bexorr Aveusre 
Norwich Pet 21 Ord Dee 


Deo 19 » 
Warsox, Rromaan, e % —Ox - > Traveller 
Furniture 


Wear, Hear, Gt Ey 
= Ord Ded 19 


Pet Nov 12 
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Wiruenrs, Arruur raat, Aldersgate st High Court 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Dec 


Amended Notices rina a for those ee in the 
London Gazette of A 
Sxentiesery, Tuomas, Bicester, emis Oxford Pet 
April 5 Ord April 6 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of 13, 1895 :— 
Carry, CHARLOTTE, = pay Governess Ports- 


mouth Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Grorer, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer 


E.varp, 
Ni pton Adjud Dee 30, 1891 Annul Nov 15 


London Gasette.—Fripay, Dec. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Assz, Epwarp, Relies, Glam, Furniture Dealer Cardiff 
Pet 9 Ord 20 
Batvex, Groner, York, Colliery Agent York Pet Dec23 
Ord Dee 23 


Bugak.ey, James, Padime, Lancs, Manufacturer Bolton 
Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 2 

Bow tes, James WILu1AM, ae r rd, New oy to 
Contractor High Court Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 2 

Couen, Joseru Freeman, Gt St Helen’s, Coal Seckor. High 
Court Pet Nov 2 Ord Dee 23 

Dasxwoop, oe Dunas, Shabetes, Gent Gloucester 

Dec 10 Ord Dee 20 


Gompertz, | emt Merchant st, Bow, Commission Agent 
Court Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 
Noster, Atrerep, Shipley, Yorks, + Bradford 
Pet Dec12 Ord Dec 23 


Rusxtox, Isaac, Soromox Rusutox, Witi1am RusxrTon, 
Jamas Kay Rusutoy, and Sampson Rusnton, Brad- 
nat pe {ae Ironfounders Bradford Pet Dec 21 


Soromox, Moses, Brynmawr, Brecon, Outfitter Tredegar 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 23 
Spzxcer, Witt1am Heyry, St Leonards on Sea, Doctor 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 23 
ARLEA Hexry, Dafforne rd, Upper Tooting, 
High Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 


The me amended notice is age for that pub- 
in the London Gazette of 17: 
Coorrr, Beysamin, Manchester, Cloth igent Manchester 
Pet Nev 20 Ord Dec 13 


Wesrtey, 
Boot 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Senseany, James, Radcliffe, Lancs, er ooromag Jan 3 
Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Mancheste 

Senet Jous, Gt y, Fish Merchant Jan 3 

atll Of Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 


Baows, Joseru Rosixsoy, Hawkshead, Sam Innkeeper 


Jan 4ati12 120, Highgate, Kendal 
Brows, Witiiam Tuornper, Clitheroe, Lancs, Grocer 
Jan 8 at 3.30 County Court House, Blackburn | 
Cuampsess, Jonx Hueney, Cannon st, Chartered Account- 
ant Jan3at12 SBankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Corprror, Dawizt. Wituiam, Gt St Helen’s, Clerk Jan3 
at12.3) Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 
Conpgeror, Joan Matruews, Gt St Helen’s, Insurance 
er Jan3atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Daxrets, Bexsauin, jun, Middiesborough, Yorks, Coal 
awker Jan 8 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 


New Barnet, He:ta, En- 
an 7 at 12 UOfi Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, 
avenue 


ss Wiitas, paraet. Feeding Stuffs Dealer Jan 
Off Victoria st, Liverpool 
we, ALrrep, ridd, Fruit Meschant Jan 9 at 
12 6, High st, Mert yr Tydfil 
upon Hull, Builder 


DusHax, Te Wiwiam, 


Miiam Cartes, 
Jan3ati1l1 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 


Pewnose, Jons, Tredegar. Mon, Baker Jan 8 at 12 65, 
High st, Merthyr gy 3 
Powz11, Dario, Aberdare, G Licensed Victualler Jan 
6at2 * oe Ser, — | 
Tuouass, Kendal d, Photographer Jan 4 at | 


1130 120, Highgate, fend’ 
Tuomas, Cugwriax Janz, Swansea, Grocer Jan 6 at 12 
Off Ree, 21, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Wasssoroven, Frev. Whitchurch, Southampton, Saddler | 
Jan 3 at 12.20 Off Rec, Salis bury 
Yezatos, Cucures C, Cannon st, Merchant Jan 3 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
a ~  T York, Colliery Agent York Pet Dec 23 
Coorzz, Brxsautx, Manchester, Cloth Agent Manchester — 
oo jNov 2 Ord Dec 23 
Maidenhead, Gent Windsor Ord Nov 7 | 
Rar oe General Dra; 
Wrexham Pet Nov % od 


Movratr, Gronor, New Ins en Wych #, W C, 
Merchant Court Pet Juneti Ord Dect | 





Pazros, Hewey EHaxorr, Roath, Cardiff, Commission 
Cardiff Pet Dec 2 Ord Dee 21 
Sotomas, Moses, Brynmawr, i Outfitter | 
Pe Dee 2i Ord Dec B 
Seuescer, Wii1is4sn Hexev, St Leonard’s on Sea, Doctor 
Hastings Pet Dee 2 Ord Dee 23 
| 
London Gazttte,—Tcesvar, Duc, 31. | 
RECHIVING ORDERS. 
Avaus, Evwarv, Crediton, Devon, Relieving Officer | 
Pet Dee 2) Ord Dee 28 
Avaus, Low sun Peres, aint Hy py Photogra- 


suleee a ee Oot Dew College, Ontord, 
4 MU sD "Pet Dees 
Gent High Court Pa Fag hye 


Biep, Franx Harz, Birmi m, Commission Agent Bir- 
mingham Pet Dec 10 Dee 24 

Broome, Samuen, Maesbury, nr Oswestry, Farm Labourer 
Wrexham Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Bryan Serna, Bermondsey High Court Pet Nov 28 

it 24 

Burnett, Octavius rf B, London Wall High Court Pet 
Nov7 Ord Dec 2 

Dancer, Samus, Coke Leeds Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Drury, Wiit1am, Lincoln, Grocer’s Assistant Lincoln Pet 
Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 


Evey, Joun,,Wollaston, nr wy iaconee d Victualler 
Stourbridge Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 

Futiex, Mary Eveanor, St cy m4 Sea, Cycle Dealer 
Hastin Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 

Hammerson, NATHANIEL, a rd, Manufacturing 
Upholsterer High Court wt Deo 18 Ord Dee 27 

Hitt, Jane, Aldershot, Coal yyy Guildford and 

Godalming Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 2 a 

Hupson, Cuarues, Carlisle, } we hwo Carlisle Pct Dee 
27 Ord Dec 27 


Ketty, Tuomas, and Davin Atsert Ke.ty, Cardiff, 
Marine Surveyors Cardiff Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 
Livertt, ALrrep Epwarp, Lime st sq, Ship Broker High 

Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 23 
Loyerton, Bosert, “de Lanes, Grocer Bolton Pet 
Dec 24 Ord Dec 2 


Owen, WILttAM, Toaietate. Datigh, Innkeeper 
town Pet Dec1l Ord Dec 2 

Painter, Josepa, South "cerns, Glos, Miller Swindon 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Suiticock, Tomas, Birmingham. Shoe Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Srppatt, Barsara, Crewe, Baby Linen Dealer Nant- 
wich Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Suitu, Sipvey, Trinity sq, ae hill, Merchant High 
Court Pet Dee13 Ord Dec 2% 

Tay — Jouy, Honiton, Draper Exeter Pet Dec 24 Ord 

24 

Tsorre, Crrit, Chislehurst, Bootmaker Croydon Pet 
Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 

Tooze, Artuur E, "he Barrister at Law Brighton 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dee 23 

Townsenp, Epuunp, wt Glos, Grocer Chelten- 
ham Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Waker, Josern, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler 
Wolverhamptou Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 

WELLIiNGs, Ey: Mittoy, Harley rd, Hampstead, Com- 
poser High Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Dee 19 

Waiear, Seat Tuomas, Battersea, Turner Wandsworth 
Pet Dee 23 Ord Dec 23 

Amended notice substitutea for that published in the Lon- 

don Gazette of June 28 :— 
Bantox, Percy Granvitte, Pateham, Sussex, Poultry 


New- 





| Boros, James Witiiam, Dewsburv, General Dealer Jan 7 


Gaines, Samugt Leowarp, near r4, Kilburn, Timber 
| 


Suave, Geonor Paspesion, and Josern Wiissau Castix, 


Farmer Brighton Pet June 21 


Amended Notice substituted for that pene in the Lon- 
don Gazette of July 

Bacxians, WILLiaM, —— Hotel Fecusdiee Brighton 
Pet June 20 Ord July 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Agcuer, F B, Segean 0 avenue, Stockbroker Jan 8 at 
ll Bankruptey bldgs. Carey st 
Bariry, Georce, York, Colliery Agent Jan 8 at 1230 Off 
Ree, 28, Stonegate, York 
BERKELEY, "Reorwatp Eustace, Hammersmith, Clerk Jan 
7 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


at11.30 Off k chmbrs, Batley 

Emery, Frank, Walworth rd, Licensed Victualler’s 
Manager Jan7 at 12 Baokruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Evans, Witiuiam, Mardy, Glam, Grocer Jan 7 at 3 65, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Git, Mary Stanis_aus, Upper Norwood, Spinster Jan 7 
atll Bankruptcy bldg, Carey st 

Gompertz, Micuagt, Bow, trea Agent Jan 9 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Care: 

Gray, Mortimer Taomas, Soavil'e rd, Blackheath, Rice 
Broker Jan 8 at 12 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st 


e Agent Atrano, Bankru 
WYTHER, ALFRED, rt, 1 
Off Rec, Gl , Bank 


ff Newport, 

Jacos, WIttiam, Holt, baer ng Painter i ll ~s 12 Off 
Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Larritte, "Pav Ovo, Torriano avenue, Camden rd, N W, 
Civil Engineer Jan 9 at 11 Bank: uptcy blags’ 
Carey st 

Ley, Hewyey, High st, Dasten, Shipwright Jan 9 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Larscoms, Louis Heyry, Comely Bank rd, Walthamstow, 
Builder Jan7at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Loxorox, Roser, Chorley, Lancs, Grocer Jan 7 at 10.30 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

Mackeszikz, 


itey bldgs, Carey st 
on, Haulier 3 es at 12 





Joux Cotvite ALexanpen Garuinanp, 
B 


, Hyde Jan 8 at 12 
‘oona, India, Captain Jan 1l0at 12 Bank- 
ruptey blige, Ca? Carey st ar? 


| McCatuum, Temas 2 Avexasper, Sheffield, Fish Dealer 
Jan7at3 Off Rec, lane, Sheffield 

Nose, 1 Bhipley, 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, B: 

| Pow en ” Geonax Ca 8t Columb Major, Corn- 
wall, Painter Jan7 at 12.80 Off Rec, wen st, 

ruro 

Raw, Eow1x Joux, Eastville, Bristol, Builder 
12 Off Rec, Bank bra, Corn st, Bristol 

Rusutox, leaac, Sotomaw Rusutos, Witttam Rosutox, 
James Kay Busurox, and Samvsow Rusurow, Brad- 
ford, Yorks, Ironfounders Jan9atil Off Ree, 31, 
Manor row, Bradford 


ank- 


orks, Oveioeher Jan 8 at 11 


Jan 8 at 





Bermondsey, med Dressers Jan 7 at 2.20 


Spa rd, 
Benkru a 
Srusmas, Evszauern, nal Green Rope Manu- 
_ facturer Jan6at 12 Bankeu ¥ eh, Carey at | 
| Usuzawoov, Kouoxp Avoverua, Norwich, Pho- 


“smpner Jan 11 at 11.30 Off Ree, 4, King st, Nor- 
‘ 


Wenrepems, Witiiau bef ny Stamford hill Jan 10g 
11 Bankrupte oe 

Warson, Come is p Sand 8 at 11 Off Rec,» 
Park row, Leeds 

Wanstex, TG, Savoy st,Gent Jan 9 at 12 Bankrupte 
bldgs, Carey st 

West.ey, Cuartes Henry, Cae Tooting, Boot Deale 
Jan 10 at 12 oe a a | b , Carey st 

Wuire, Wixiiam, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Auction. 
=. Jan 15at 1.30 W B Whall’s, Market sq, Kings 

n 

Weaunaeet. Hersenrt, Elmton, Derby, Blacksmith Janz 
at2.30 0 Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Yares, JOun Wittram, and Wiuuram Yares, At Jump, nr 
Barnsley, Yorks, Gree ers Jan 8 at 10.15 Of 
Ree, 3, Back Regent st, ey 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the Lon. 


on Gazette of . 27. 
Evwarps, ALFrep, Pontypridd, Fruit Merchant Jan9 at 
12 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams, Eowarp Peter, ene Photographer Green. 
wich Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 

Birkin, Wittiam, Chedworth, “Glos, Farmer Cheltenham 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 23 

Bowtes, James Wii.ram, New an, Contractor 
High Court Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 2 

Broome, Samvue., Maesbury, nr net al Farm Labourer 

rexham Dee 23 Ord Dec 23 

Corperoy, Joun Marruews. Gt St Helen’s, Shipbroker 
High Court Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 24 

Corperoy, Danie Wituiam, Gt St Helen’s, Clerk High 
Court’ Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 24 

Dancer, Samvuet, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec23 Ord Decy 


Devry, Witiiam, Lincoln, Grocer’s Assistant Lincoln 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 24 

Epatery, Atrren, Birmingham, Tobacconist Birmingham 
Pet Dec 6 Dee 24 

Exey, Joun, Woolaston, nr Stourbrid , Licensed Victual- 
ler Stourbridge Pet Dec 23 Or Dec 23 

Fow er, Evetyn, Campden hill, Kensington High Court 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Dec 24 

Fraykuiy, Joserpa Hupsow, East hi'l, Wandsworth, Clerk 
Wandsworth Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 24 

Hieson, Joun, and James Tuomas Byrye, Blackbum, 
ee Waste Bleachers Blackburn Pet Dec 2 On 

ec 23 

Hupson, Cuarues, Carlisle, Innkeeper Carlisle Pet Dee 
27 Ord Dec 27 

Kay, Hersert, Colne, Lancs, Outfitter Burnley Pet Noy 
19 Ord 24 


Bee 
Gears, Socrates, Stafford, Engineer Stafford Pet Oct 
21 Ord Dee 23 


Ley, Henry, Poplar, Shipwright High Court Pet Deo 21 
Ord Dec 24 


Locxwoop, Atragp, Eliand, Yorks, Wholesale Confee- 
tioner Halifax Pet Dec 9 Ord Dee 23 
Loneton; Ropert, Chorley, Lancs, Grocer Bolton Pet 


Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 
Nevrtirss, James, and Fasian Nevr.irss, Birmingham, 
Clothiers Birmingham Pet Oct 11 Ord Dee 23 
Painter, Josepa, South Cerney, Glos, Miller Swindon Pet 


Dee 23 Ord Dee 23 

Peyton, Groner, Saliabu: + Commanenetah Traveller Salis 
27 

St Columb Major, 


bury Pet Dec 12 O 

Po.kincHorne. Gzorce Browse, 
Cornwall, Painter Truro Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 25 

Tuomas, Bevan Hatt, Cadoxton juxta Neath, Glam, 
ngs Manufactumee Neath Pet Dee 7 On 

Tuorre, Cyrii, Chislehurst, Kent, Bootmaker Croydon 
Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 

Tiruus, Wittram Epuunp, Ladywood, Birmingham, Job- 
bing Builder Birmiagham Pet Dec 2 Ord Dec & 

TownsenpD, Eomunp, Leckhampton, Glos, Grocer Chelten- 
ham Pet Dec 23 Dee 23 

Warswaienut, Witiutam Watrer, Norwich, Norfolk High 
Court Pet Dee 21 Ord Dec 24 

Wa ron, Israet, Helmshore, Lancs, Yarn Agent Black- 
burn Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 23 

Warsow, Lawrence, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec 11 Ord 

ec 23 

Waricut. Joun Tuomas, Patmore st, Battersea, Tarner 
Wandsworth Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the Lon- 
don Gazette of Dec 6, 1895, as amended by notice in the 
Gazette of Dec 17, 1895 :— 

Witsoy, Cuartes Waruen Extistron, Liangley eourt, 
oy Club Proprietor High Court Pet Nov 4 
Or 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Pickarp, Joun Epwix, Leeds, Surveyor Leeds 
Mar 26 Annul Dec 12 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Poxsi ony MAKERS. 


- 
BY APROIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Banch, Corporation of London, &c. 


Adjud 





YUM QUBBN’S UOUNSBL AND HARRISTBRS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowna for Registrars, 
Clerks, and OClerke of the Peace. 


Oor porution fiobes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
TABLISHED Lom 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


BOKER 


Town 




















fan. 
— 

E 
—E LAW | 


MERCHANT 
a Copious I 
ag idge, 
Tey atten 

ERN I 
mr STAFF( 
“Tt is, excopti 
P ee al is a brig 
ESTATE DI 
1994 (57 or 

t; , wi 
Middle Te 
COMPANIF 
the Board 
L 


Ee 
MID 
LONDON 


LIVERPOOL 
BRADFORD 


RECAMBE 
MO Tarif’s 


X 


To see 





Ii 


Suitable c 
THE LI 


LEGAL 





EST: 


\ 


TOTA 
The 


The 

The | 
The | 
FRE! 
WIL 












